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PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


TIER 1 


STATE ACTORS WHO CONDONE 
AND GIVE ORDERS FOR HUMAN 
RIGHT VIOLATIONS 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Carrie Lam is the current Chief Executive of the Hong 
Kong Special Administrative Region. Her administration 
has enjoyed strong support by the Communist Party 

of the People’s Republic of China (hereinafter PRC), 
including the period since June 2019. 


During her tenure, Lam has introduced various laws 
that contravene the Basic Law, the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (hereinafter ICCPR). Lam’s attitude has 
also undermined Hong Kong’s high degree of autonomy, 
an essential element that underpins the United States- 
Hong Kong Policy Act. In her response to the protest 
movement triggered by the opposition to the “Fugitive 
Offenders and Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal 
Matters Legislation (Amendment) Bill 2019” (hereinafter 
Extradition Bill), Lam has been responsible for or 
complicit in the Hong Kong Police Force’s (hereinafter 
HKPF) violent crackdown and brutality towards 
protesters. On 4 Oct 2019, Lam invoked the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to bypass the Legislature 

to enact the anti-mask law that further violated 
fundamental rights and freedoms and aggravated social 
tension. The anti-mask law has since been declared 
unconstitutional by the Hong Kong High Court, and the 
Ordinance itself at least partially unconstitutional. 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the head of the Hong Kong Government, 
engaged in gross violation of internationally 
recognized human rights: 


Responsible for the HKPF’s handling of the current 
Anti-Extradition Bill protests 


Lam has repeatedly emphasized her support? for the 
HKPF and claimed that their use of excessive force? 
on the protesters is justified’. She even granted HKPF 
wider powers? to act on behalf of the Hong Kong 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Carrie Yuet-ngor LAM CHENG 


Position 
Chief Executive, Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
13 May, 1957 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Her husband and two sons are 
British citizens 


Lam should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. 
In sanctioning Hong Kong’s highest-ranking official, a 
clear message would be sent to the entire Hong Kong 
government, including the Executive Council of Hong 
Kong, the Security Bureau of Hong Kong and the HKPF, 
that they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown in regards 

to human rights and democracy. Such decisive action 
would set clear expectations for the PRC and other 
authoritarian states that human rights violations have 
consequences, while encouraging other countries to 
adopt similarly constructive policies on Hong Kong. In 
the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Carrie Lam is the only member in her family who resides 
in Hong Kong, whilst all her family members reside 
overseas. Her son, Joshua Lam, is a graduate student in 
Mathematics at Harvard University. It is unknown if Lam 
or her immediate family members possess any foreign 
financial assets. 


Government by bypassing the legislature to enact the 
anti-mask law®. 


Despite reports of police use of excessive force, 
arbitrary detention, torture, and forced confession®, 
Lam has supported the measures taken by the HKPF 
and promised them that she would not establish an 
Independent Commission of Inquiry to investigate 
their misconduct since 9 June 20197. 
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Lam did not prevent HKPF from laying siege to the 
Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHk) and The 
Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU). Thousands 
of tear gas canisters and rubber bullets were fired at 
trapped students, first-aiders and unrelated members 
of the public; water cannons, sonic weapons and 
armoured trucks were deployed against citizens and 
there was a persistent threat of using live rounds. 
Trapped Hongkongers desperate to escape the 
blockage turned to dangerous and life-threatening 
methods and potential routes as attempts to leave by 
safe routes are met with projectiles from the HKPF 
and indiscriminate arrests® °. 

Lam was ina position to call off the siege but failed to 
do so despite receiving multiple calls for action from 
international politicians, including Representative Jim 
McGovern?® +1 12, In particular, the siege of PolyU has 
been described as a “humanitarian crisis” and “almost 
unheard of in civilised countries”. 


2 For being the head of the Hong Kong Government, 
engaged in violation of rights and freedoms 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the 
Basic Law, and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of election and 
being elected 


Pro-democracy activists have been barred from 
running for office’. The Hong Kong Government 

has relied on the interpretation of the Standing 
Committee of the National People’s Congress of the 
PRC** to introduce a disqualification mechanism to 
politically censor pro-democracy activists. Under 

the mechanism, election officers may consider if the 
candidate “genuinely”!5 understands that Hong Kong 
is an inalienable part of China as stipulated in the 
Basic Law of Hong Kong. 


Violation of freedom of expression, of election and 
being elected 


Peaceful assemblies requested by the Civil Human 
Rights Front, an organization with a clean track record 
of organizing huge peaceful rallies for years?®, have 
been banned since August 2019. Assemblies which 
have been approved are subject to heavy-handed 
suppression by the HKPF?’ Peaceful protesters who 
attend approved assemblies are also arrested for 
unlawful assembly?8. 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance 


On 4 Oct 2019, Lam invoked the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to enact an anti-mask law?2. 
The enactment opens up a legal loophole, in that 

she could bypass the legislature and make any 
regulations “desirable in the public interest” when 
the city faces “an occasion of emergency or public 
danger”?°. However, rather than any “public interest”, 
the government’s objective in using this Ordinance is 
simply to serve its own ends of political repression. 
Further emergency regulations, such as curfew, 
extension of detention period in custody, seizure of 
property etc. that severely infringe fundamental rights 
and freedoms can be enacted on a whim. Thus, the 
ban is a huge “disproportionate 


interference” with Hong Kong people’s rights to 
protest and assembly and freedom of expression??. 
The Ordinance has been been declared at least 
partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by the Hong Kong High Court. The 
ruling has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions 
of human rights, unlimited power given to police and 
lack of differentiation mechanism for deciding when 
the law applies to the public??. 


Proposal of the Extradition Bill ' 


Lam proposed the Extradition Bill?°, which allows 
persons in Hong Kong, including expats and visitors 
passing through the city, to be sent to trial in China, 
whose legal system is known for degrading conditions 
of detention, including risk of torture, for ill-treatment 
and no guarantee of fair trials. It also removes the 
firewall between Hong Kong and China, which 
undermines Hong Kong’s rule of law. After three 
months of protests, Lam officially announced the 
withdrawal of the Extradition Bill on 4 Sep 201925. 


3 For being the head of the Hong Kong Government, 


engaged in encroachment of autonomy guaranteed 
by the Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic 
Law 


Undermining Hong Kong’s autonomy 


Carrie Lam’s proposal to formally withdraw the 
Extradition Bill was submitted to Xi Jinping’s office 

for approval shortly before the announcement on 4 
Sep 20192°. It raises serious concerns on the extent to 
which the Hong Kong Government can still formulate 
key policies independently of Beijing. Lam’s decision 
to submit her policy for approval also illustrates 

her inability to be abide by the “One Country, Two 
Systems” principle. 


Lam’s insistence on adopting the PRC’s narrative 

to characterise the protest as an independence/ 
separatist movement is widely seen as an attempt to 
frame a domestic issue-driven protest as a defence 
matter, which would justify PRC involvement under 
the “One Country, Two Systems” principle. 


Passage of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 
Express Rail Link (Co-location) Bill 


The Co-location arrangement, proposed by Lam, 
gives Chinese mainland officers full jurisdiction 
over part of the West Kowloon Terminal and permit 
mainland China authorities to enforce Chinese laws 
in the Terminal located at the heart of Hong Kong?’. 
In one case, Simon Cheng, a staff member of the 
British Consulate, was arrested by the Chinese law 
enforcement agency in the West Kowloon Station, 
who did not inform his family members of his 
whereabouts and deprived him of access to legal 
counsel and to communication with the outside 
world?8. Cheng was only released two weeks after 
his arrest. Moreover, the charges on which he was 
arrested have widely been suspected of having no 
concrete grounds. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


John Lee is the current Secretary for Security of the 
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region and is 
supported by the Communist Party of the People’s 
Republic of China (hereinafter PRC). He has served 
in the police force for 33 years and was the Deputy 
Commissioner of Police. 


The Security Bureau is the parent agency of the Hong 
Kong Police Force (hereinafter HKPF). During his tenure, 
Lee has introduced measures and laws that contravened 
the Basic Law, the Sino-British Joint Declaration and 
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
(hereinafter ICCPR). Lee’s attitude has also undermined 
Hong Kong’s autonomy, an essential element that 
underpins the United States-Hong Kong Policy Act. In 
the recent movement triggered by the opposition to 

the “Fugitive Offenders and Mutual Legal Assistance in 
Criminal Matters Legislation (Amendment) Bill 2019” 
(hereinafter Extradition Bill) since June 2019, Lee has 
condoned the HKPF in their violent crackdown and 
brutality towards protesters. Lee also advised Carrie 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a leader of the Security Bureau, engaged in 
gross violation of internationally recognized human 
rights: 


Support for the HKPF’s handling of the current Anti- 
Extradition Bill protest 


John Lee has repeatedly emphasized his support for 
the HKPF and claimed that their use of excessive 
force?2 on the protesters is justified®°. 


Lee has tolerated the HKPF officers’ concealment 
of identity*', which allows officers to evade 
accountability for their increasingly repressive actions. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


John Ka-chiu LEE 


Position 

Secretary for Security, Hong 
Kong Special Administrative 
Region 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
7 December, 
1956 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
He has two sons 


Lam to bypass the Legislature and invoke the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to enact an anti-mask law that 
violates fundamental rights and freedoms. The anti- 
mask law has since been declared unconstitutional by 
the Hong Kong High Court, and the Ordinance at least 
partially unconstitutional. 


Lee should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. 
Sanctioning Lee would send a clear message to the 
Security Bureau of Hong Kong and the HKPF, that they 
will be held accountable for their decisions and actions. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to human 
rights and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


John Lee resides in Hong Kong with his wife. It is 
unknown if Lee or his immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 


Despite reports of police’s use of excessive force, 
arbitrary detention, torture, and forced confession®?, 
Lee has condoned the higher level of use of force by 
the HKPF. He is responsible for the measures taken 

by the HKPF in relaxing their use of force guidelines 
and in removing HKPF officers’ accountability*°, which 
leads to more frequent use of live ammunition against 
protesters. 


Lee has also defended the use of undercover officers 
by claiming that undercover officers will not engage 
in any illegal activities*>. However, reports show the 
contrary°®. 
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Lee is responsible for HKPF’s decision to lay siege to 
the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK) and The 
Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU). Thousands 
of tear gas canisters and rubber bullets were fired at 
trapped students, first-aiders and unrelated members 
of the public; water cannons, sonic weapons and 
armoured trucks were deployed against citizens and 
there was a persistent threat of using live rounds. 
Trapped Hongkongers desperate to escape the 
blockage turned to dangerous and life-threatening 
methods and potential routes as attempts to leave by 
safe routes are met with projectiles from the HKPF 
and indiscriminate arrests?’ °°. 


Lee was in the position to call off the siege but failed 
to do so. In particular, the siege of PolyU has been 
described as a “humanitarian crisis” and “almost 
unheard of in civilised countries” °°. 


Advocacy for the Xinjiang gulags 


John Lee claimed that the concentration camps in 
Xinjiang do not violate human rights*° and that Hong 
Kong should learn from their “anti-terror” policies. 


2 For being a leader of the Security Bureau, engaged in 
violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of association, of 
election and being elected 


Pro-democracy activists have been banned from 
running for office*?. The Security Bureau has further 
restricted citizens’ freedom by declaring the Hong 
Kong National Party (hereinafter HKNP) as an illegal 
party and banning the operation of HKNP on national 
security grounds“. 


Violation of freedom of the press 


On the night of the police’s storming of the Prince 
Edward MTR Station, journalists were driven away 
from the stations*’. Lee defended“ the police’s 
questionable handling by claiming that it was to 
ensure that the evidence investigation was not 
disrupted. 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance 


Lee advised*® Carrie Lam to invoke the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to enact an anti-mask ban*°. 
The enactment opens up a legal loophole, in that she 
could bypass the legislature and make any regulations 
“desirable in the public interest” when the city faces 
“an occasion of emergency or public danger”’’. 
Further emergency regulations, such as curfew, 
extension of detention period in custody, seizure of 
property etc. that severely infringe fundamental rights 


and freedoms can be enacted on a whim. 

The Ordinance has been declared at least 

partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by the Hong Kong High Court. The 
ruling has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions 
of human rights, unlimited power given to police and 
lack of differentiation mechanism for deciding when 
the law applies to the public?®. 


Proposal of the Extradition Bill 


Lee spearheaded the government to propose the 
Extradition Bill*2, which allows persons in Hong Kong, 
including expats and visitors passing through the 
city, to be sent to trial in China, whose legal system 

is known for degrading conditions of detention, 
including risk of torture, for ill-treatment and no 
guarantee of fair trials. It also removes the firewall 
between Hong Kong and China, which undermines 
Hong Kong’s rule of law. After three months of 
protests, the Extradition Bill was withdrawn on 4 Sep 
2019°°. 


3 For being a leader of the Security Bureau, engaged in 


encroachment of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law: 


Assimilation of the HKPF into the Greater Bay Area 


A police cooperation mechanism between Guangdong 
and Macao is underway®?. As such, HKPF, a 
government department, will be under the command 
of Greater Bay Area and mainland Chinese officials. 
This severely undermines Hong Kong’s autonomy, 
which is guaranteed in the binding international legal 
treaty, the Sino-British Joint Declaration. 


Undermining Hong Kong’s legislature autonomy 


The Extradition Bill faced filibusters from pro- 
democracy Legislative Council members in mid-May 
201952. The Hong Kong and Macao Affairs Office 

of the State Council (HKMAO) and Liaison Office 
expressed support for the bill on 17 May®*. On 20 
May 2019, Lee announced the decision to bypass 
the legislative procedures and proceed to Second 
Reading on 12 June®* despite widespread public 
concern. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Teresa Cheng is the current Secretary for Justice of the 
Hong Kong Special Administrative Region, since Jan 
2018. 


During her tenure, as the legal advisor for the 
Government, Cheng has advised the Government to 
introduce various laws and measures that contravene 
the Basic Law, the Sino-British Declaration and the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
(hereinafter ICCPR). In the recent movement triggered by 
the opposition to “Fugitive Offenders and Mutual Legal 
Assistance in Criminal Matters Legislation (Amendment) 
Bill 2019” (hereinafter Extradition Bill) since June 2019, 
Cheng has instructed the Department of Justice to 
suppress protesters with draconian legal measures. On 4 
Oct 2019, Cheng advised the Chief Executive to bypass 
the Legislature and invoke the Emergency Regulations 
Ordinance to enact laws that violate fundamental 

rights and freedoms. The anti-mask law has since been 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a leader of the Department of Justice, 
engaged in violation of rights and freedoms 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the 
Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Advising for the Extradition Bill 


Cheng has legally advised for the Extradition Bill, 
which allows persons in Hong Kong, including expats 
and visitors passing through the city, to be sent 

to trial in China, whose legal system is known for 
degrading conditions of detention, including risk of 
torture, of ill-treatment and no guarantee of fair trials. 
It also removes the firewall between Hong Kong and 
China, which undermines Hong Kong’s rule of law®°. 
Despite huge opposition from legal practitioners>” 
and judges®®, she has wilfully ignored the above legal 
concerns for the Extradition Bill. There have also been 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Teresa Yeuk-wah CHENG 


Position 
Secretary for Justice, Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
6 January, 
1958 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Her husband is Canadian citizen 


declared unconstitutional by the Hong Kong High Court, 
and the Ordinance at least partially unconstitutional. 


Cheng should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. 
Sanctioning Cheng would send a clear message to the 
entire Hong Kong government, including the Executive 
Council, the Department of Justice, the HKPF and the 
pro-Beijing faction that they will be held accountable 

for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Cheng resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Cheng 
or her immediate family members possess any foreign 
financial assets. 


voices demanding Cheng to step down for her political 
blunder, including the former Chief Secretary Anson 
Chan Fong On-sang°*?. 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance 


On 4 Oct 2019, Cheng advised the Hong Kong 
government to invoke the Emergency Regulations 
Ordinance to enact an anti-mask law®°. The 
enactment opens up a legal loophole, in that the Chief 
Executive could bypass the legislature and make 
any regulations “desirable in the public interest” 
when the city faces “an occasion of emergency or 
public danger”®?. However, rather than any “public 
interest”, the government’s objective in using this 
Ordinance is simply to serve its own ends of political 
repression. Further emergency regulations, such as 
the introduction of curfews, extension of detention 
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period in custody, seizure of property etc. that 
severely infringe fundamental rights and freedoms can 
be enacted on a whim. Thus, the ban implemented 
under Cheng’s legal advice is a huge “disproportionate 
interference” with Hong Kong people’s rights to 
protest and assembly and freedom of expression®?. 
The Ordinance has been been declared at least 
partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by Hong Kong High Court. The ruling 
has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions of 
human rights, unlimited power given to police and lack 
of differentiation mechanism for deciding when the 
law applies to the public®. 


Violation of freedom of expression, of election and 
being elected 


Pro-democracy activists have been barred 

from running for office®*. The legal basis of the 
disqualifications is the interpretation by the Standing 
Committee of the National People’s Congress of the 
PRC. Under Cheng’s leadership as the legal advisor 
for the Government, it has been further applied to 
prevent pro-democracy activists from participating 

in the elections by ruling that they are supporters 

of self-determination®>. Activists’ speeches, social 
media posts and flyers were often used as evidence 
against them. Under the mechanism, election officers 
have very wide discretion to decide if the candidate 
“genuinely”©* understands that Hong Kong is an 
inalienable part of China as stipulated in the Basic Law 
of Hong Kong. 


Political prosecutions 


In July 2019, a group of prosecutors from the 
Department of Justice issued an open letter accusing 
Cheng for her decisions to prosecute based on 
political reasons®’. The selective prosecution is 
demonstrated by the Department’s reluctance 

to prosecute the mob that was involved in the 
indiscriminate Yuen Long Triad Attack on 21 July 
2019. As of today, only 6 people involved have been 
prosecuted by the Department. 


On the other hand, protesters’ cases are often fast- 
tracked through the courts. Usually, the Department 
puts a blanket charge of rioting on protesters — an 
offence with a maximum sentence of 10 years’ 
imprisonment — the day after they are arrested, even 
without substantial evidence®®. Similarly, Care or 
Protection Orders are often made with insufficient 
evidence, which have been abused to put underage 
protesters in custody®. 


In September, the Hong Kong Court Prosecutors’ 
Association accused the police of lying about the 
arrests of high-profile pro-democracy figures on 30 
August’°. There are apparent indications that Cheng 
has been leading the Department to carry out political 
prosecutions to suppress the ongoing protests and 
the decision to prosecute is totally arbitrary based on 
political stance. 


In November, seven pro-democracy lawmakers were 
either detained or arrested for their protests against 
the Extradition Bill, inside the Legislative Council 
building. They could face up to a year in jail. Many saw 
this as an attempt to further escalate the tension in 
order to call off an upcoming District Council election 
in Nov 2019, in which the pro-Beijing lawmakers 
expected and eventually experienced heavy defeats”. 


Violation of freedom of information 


The Department filed a writ to the court for an 
injunction on leaking police officers’ and their 
families’ personal information in Oct 2019, which 
was subsequently granted by the High Court. This 
is highly unjust and inappropriate as police officers 
should be held accountable to the public, while the 
wordings of the injunction were very “broad and 
vague”. Some lawyers have pointed out that it is not 
justifiable to restrict the publication of the names and 
photographs of police officers where there is a need 
for accountability’. 


Violation of freedom of expression 


The Department has opposed the application for 
admission over a trainee solicitor’s social media post 
speaking against the Hong Kong Police Force. The 
trainee’s post contained a protest slogan popular 
during the Extradition Bill protests, ‘the whole family 
of black cops will die’. The rejection of an applicant 
is usually based on the grounds of criminal records. 
This is seen as a first step to curtail the freedom 

of expression in the legal sector, as the admission 
procedure is usually a formality requirement, during 
which a trainee’s social media posts would not be 
scrutinized’°. 


2 For being a leader of the Department of Justice, 


engaged in encroachment of the high degree of 
autonomy guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Passage of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 
Express Rail Link (Co-location) Bill 


Cheng was one of the perpetrators responsible for 

the Co-location arrangement”, which gives Mainland 
Chinese officers full jurisdiction over part of the 

West Kowloon Terminal and permits mainland China 
authorities to enforce Chinese laws in the Terminal 
located at the heart of Hong Kong”®. In one case, 
Simon Cheng, a staff member of the British Consulate, 
was arrested by the Chinese law enforcement agency 
in the West Kowloon Station, who did not inform his 
family members of his whereabouts and deprived him 
of access to legal counsel and to communication with 
the outside world’®. Cheng was only released two 
weeks after his arrest; moreover, the charges on which 
he was arrested have widely been suspected of having 
no concrete grounds. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Stephen Lo is a former Commissioner of the Hong 

Kong Police Force (hereinafter HKPF). Lo oversees 

the HKPF, in their operation, detention centers and 
overall management. Despite strong evidence of police 
officers’ misconduct in their handling of the current 
Anti-Extradition Bill protests, as of today, no officers 
have been suspended from discharging their duties 

or dismissed due to misconduct. Lo’s oversight on the 
HKPF’s management shows that he is responsible for 
the failure to hold officers accountable for their conduct 
and condoning the officers to act with impunity. The 
lack of accountability is demonstrated by the officers’ 
refusal to show identification on their clothing. Lo’s 
oversight on the HKPF’s crowd control operations shows 
that he is complicit in the use of excessive force in 
those operations. Further, Lo’s oversight on the HKPF’s 
detention centers demonstrates that he is complicit in 


Summary of Evidence 


1 As the Commissioner of the HKPF, Lo engaged in 
gross violation of internationally recognized human 
rights: 


Use of excessive force’” in crowd control operations 


On 12 June 2019, the HKPF used tear gas, rubber 
bullets, and beanbag rounds against peaceful 
protesters who were assembling around Citic Tower, a 
venue of an approved assembly’®. 


The Special Tactical Unit and riot police officers fired 
tear gas at citizens, protesters, journalists and first 
aiders,’? without prior notice in both closed and open 
areas, including inside train carriages and stations, 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Stephen Wai-chung LO 


Position 

Former Commissioner of the 
Hong Kong Police Force (2015- 
2019) 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
19 November, 
1961 


the arbitrary detention, torture, and cruel, inhumane and 
degrading treatment in custody. 


Lo should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning Lo would send 
a clear message to the entire Hong Kong government, 
the Security Bureau of Hong Kong and particularly 

the HKPF, that they will be held accountable for their 
decisions and actions even after their tenure. World 
leadership would be shown in regards to human rights 
and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Lo resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Lo or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 


and also from high vantage points. The HKPF’s 

use of firearms has violated the manufacturers’ 
safety guides®° , the HKPF internal guidelines®? and 
international norms and standards®?. 


The HKPF have repeatedly used pepper spray against 
bypassers and journalists indiscriminately, when they 
have posed no threats to the officers. Pepper spray is 
often aimed directly at eyes®*. Also, the HKPF have 
brutally assaulted bypassers and protesters with 
batons. It has become a norm that the officers aim at 
the person’s head, neck, back and spine®*. 


The use of undercover police®> in protests have also 
led to wide suspicion that undercover police have 
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been engaging in the escalation of violence with the 
use of petrol bombs, arson and damaging public 
properties. The use of undercover police is extremely 
dangerous as officers often resort to live rounds once 
their identities are exposed®®. 


Selective enforcement in Yuen Long Triad Attack 


On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members indiscriminately assaulted commuters and 
journalists in the Yuen Long metro station®’. During 
the attack, police officers were present at the station, 
but they did not act. The police station nearby was 
also shut down®®. Although metro representatives 
claimed to have contacted the HKPF, the police 
arrived 39 minutes after the report®®, while by then the 
perpetrators had left. There were widespread rumors2° 
about the planned attack prior to 21 July 2019; the 
failure of the police to do their due diligence and 
investigate the warning, and to respond immediately 
at the scene, suggests that their inaction may have 
been pre-meditated. In any case, police inaction 
resulted in severe injuries and psychological trauma 
for many people in the station. 


Prince Edward MTR Station Attack 


On 31 August 2019, a large group of police stormed 
into the Prince Edward MTR station platform and 
train compartments, and attacked commuters 
indiscriminately®?. The operation has led to countless 
injuries, with some victims even in coma. Despite the 
scale of injuries caused by the police operation, the 
police ordered all journalists and first aiders to leave 
the station. The police deliberately obstructed injured 
persons’ access to medical aid. Ambulance staff were 
delayed by an hour in treating the injured as the police 
twice denied their entry into the station, claiming no 
one was injured??. 


Sexual violence 


Arrested female protesters are subject to 
unreasonable full strip searches while in custody. One 
female protester was forced to spread her legs apart 
by a female police officer who used a pen to tap her 
thighs°s. 


While arresting a female protester, a group of male 
officers have caused her to expose her genitals in 
public and refused to allow her to put her underwear 
back on properly%. 


A young woman has filed a complaint against the 
police alleging that she was raped in one of the police 
stations®®. There are also widespread rumours that 
she was gang-raped and has undergone abortion as a 
result®. 


Another student publicly spoke about the sexual 
assaults that she suffered in Kwai Chung Police 
Station and San Uk Ling Holding Centre. When 


protesters get arrested, police will take away and 
switch off their phones, force them to enter into dark 
rooms and remove their clothes?’. 


Arbitrary detention, torture, and cruel, inhumane or 
degrading treatment in custody 


Arrested protesters have been subjected to arbitrary 
detention, torture, and forced confession®®. Injured 
protesters are also denied medical aid in custody. 


The HKPF have denied arrested protesters of their 
rights to legal assistance and representation untila 
statement is taken?? 1°°. The arrested protesters are 
also barred from contacting their families whilst in 
custody. 


Violation of freedom of assembly 


Peaceful assemblies requested by the Civil Human 
Rights Front, an organization with a clean track record 
of organizing huge peaceful rallies for years!°!, have 
been banned since August 2019. Assemblies which 
have been approved are subject to heavy-handed 
suppression by the HKPF?°2. Peaceful protesters who 
attend approved assemblies are also arrested for 
unlawful assembly?°°. 


Violation of freedom of the press 


The HKPF have been systematically targeting the 
press by assaulting?°, using pepper spray and 
firearms?°> against journalists. The police have also 
deliberately hindered?°° and prevented the press from 
reporting the protests by using flashlights to disrupt 
filming. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Chris Tang is the Commissioner of the Hong Kong 
Police Force (hereinafter HKPF). Tang has been trained 
at public security courses at academies in China, 
including the China Executive Leadership Academy 

in Shanghai, Academy of Government in Beijing and 
the People’s Public Security University in Beijing. 

As the Deputy Commissioner, Tang is responsible 

for the following duties, including but not limited to: 
(1) overseeing the operation of the HKPF, including 
Regional Command and Control Centers, Emergency 
Unit, Police Tactical Unit and Special Duties Unit; (2) 
reviewing tactics, weapons and equipment to be used 
in crowd management operations; (3) formulating and 
disseminating HKPF operational policies and orders, 
and operational resources deployment; (4) liaising 
with the Hong Kong Garrison; (5) formulating policies, 
procedures and orders to liaise for inter-departmental 
matters; and (6) providing public instant response 

to 999 emergency calls and controlling resources 
and communications for helping the public. Tang is 
responsible for the HKPF’s crowd control operations, 
thus he is responsible for the use of excessive force in 
those operations in the ongoing protest movement. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Chris Ping-keung TANG 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Commissioner of the Hong 
Kong Police Force, Deputy 
Commissioner of Police 
(Operations), Hong Kong Police 
Force of the Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region (2018- 
2019) 


Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 


4 July, 1965 Unknown 


Tang should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment 

to human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Sanctioning Tang would send a clear message 

to the Hong Kong Police Force that they will be held 
accountable for their decisions and actions, particularly 
in operations under the oversight of Tang. World 
leadership would be shown in regards to human rights 
and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Tang resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Tang or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 As the Deputy Commissioner of the HKPF, Tang 
engaged in gross violations of internationally 
recognized human rights: 


Use of excessive force?”” in crowd control operations 


On 12 June 2019, the HKPF used tear gas, rubber 
bullets, and beanbag rounds against peaceful 
protesters who were assembling around Citic Tower, a 
venue of an approved assembly?°2. 


The Special Tactical Unit and riot police officers 
fired tear gas at citizens, protesters, journalists and 
first aiders,+°° without prior notice in both closed 
and open areas, including inside train carriages and 
stations, and also from high vantage points. The 
HKPF’s use of firearms has systematically violated 
the manufacturers’ safety guides!!°, the HKPF 
internal guidelines!* and international norms and 
standards???. 


The HKPF have repeatedly used pepper spray against 
bypassers and journalists indiscriminately, when they 
have posed no threats to the officers. Pepper spray is 
often aimed directly at eyes*%. Also, the HKPF have 
brutally assaulted bypassers and protesters with 
batons. It has become a norm that the officers aim at 
the person’s head, neck, back and spine?"+. 


The use of undercover police*+5 in protests have also 
led to wide suspicion that undercover police have 
been engaging in the escalation of violence with the 
use of petrol bombs, arson and damaging public 
properties. The use of undercover police is extremely 
dangerous as officers often fire live rounds once their 
identities are exposed?*®, 


Selective law enforcement in Yuen Long Triad Attack 


On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members indiscriminately assaulted commuters and 
journalists in the Yuen Long metro station*+’. During 
the attack, police officers were present at the station, 
but they did not act. The police station nearby was 
also shut down??8. Although metro representatives 
claimed to have contacted the HKPF, the police 
arrived 39 minutes after the report!?2, while by then 
the perpetrators had left. There had been widespread 
rumors?2° about the planned attack prior to 21 July 
2019, therefore it is likely that the HKPF had prior 
knowledge of the attack. 


The group of triad members that were involved in 

the attack might have a close relationship with Tang, 
a result from his tenure as Chief Superintendent in 
Yuen Long from 2012 to 2014. A photo taken in 2013 
showed that Tang had a farewell party with influential 
people in Yuen Long who have a close relationship 
with the perpetrators!?!. Therefore, it suggests that 
the Yuen Long District police officers’ inaction may 
have been pre-meditated and Tang was involved. 


Prince Edward MTR Station Attack 


On 31 Aug 2019, a large group of police stormed 

into the Prince Edward MTR station platform and 
train compartments, and attacked commuters 
indiscriminately122. The operation has led to countless 
injuries, with some victims even becoming comatose. 
Despite the scale of injuries caused by the police 
operation, the police ordered all journalists and first 
aiders to leave the station. The police have deliberately 
obstructed injured persons’ access to medical aid. 
Ambulance staff were delayed by an hour in treating 
the injured, as the police twice denied their entry into 
the station, claiming no one was injured??°. 


Siege of the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK) 
and The Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU) 


As Commissioner of Police since Nov 2019, Tang is 
responsible for HKPF’s decision to lay siege to the 
Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK) and The 
Hong Kong Polytechnic University (PolyU). Thousands 
of tear gas canisters and rubber bullets were fired at 
trapped students, first-aiders and unrelated members 
of the public; water cannons, sonic weapons and 
armoured trucks were deployed against citizens and 
there was a persistent threat of using live rounds. 
Trapped Hongkongers desperate to escape the 
blockage turned to dangerous and life-threatening 
methods and potential routes as attempts to leave 

by safe routes are met with projectiles from the 

HKPF and indiscriminate arrests??* 125. Tang was in 
the position to call off the siege but failed to do so. 

In particular, the siege of PolyU has been described 
as a “humanitarian crisis” and “almost unheard of in 
civilised countries”!?°. 


Sexual violence 


While arresting a female protester, a group of male 
officers caused her to expose her genitals in public 
and refused to allow her to put her underwear back on 
properly??’. 


Violation of freedom of assembly 


Peaceful assemblies requested by the Civil Human 
Rights Front, an organization with a clean track record 
of organizing huge peaceful rallies for years?2®, have 
been banned since August 2019. Assemblies which 
have been approved are subject to heavy-handed 
suppression by the HKPF?2°. Peaceful protesters who 
attend approved assemblies are also arrested for 
unlawful assembly?°°. 


Violation of freedom of the press 


The HKPF have been systematically targeting the 
press by assaulting**!, using pepper spray and 
firearms?*? against journalists. The police have also 
deliberately hindered?%2 and prevented the press from 
reporting the protests by using flashlights to disrupt 
filming. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Zhimin Wang is a member of the 19th Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of China and is also the Director 
of the Liaison Office of the Central People’s Government 
(hereinafter LOCPG) since September 2017. 


LOCPG acts as a representative of the PRC in Hong 
Kong and has been aggressively interfering in Hong 
Kong’s day-to-day political affairs. As proclaimed by 

a former head of the LOCPG, Hong Kong is governed 
not only by the Hong Kong government but also the 
central government officials'#*. LOCPG attempts to 
interfere with Hong Kong’s political matters and violate 
Hong Kong citizens’ rights of press and publication 

by dominating the mainstream publishers and media 
outlets in Hong Kong. The LOCPG has colluded with pro- 
Beijing triad members to suppress the Anti-Extradition 
Bill protests with violence and terror. As the head of the 
LOCPG, Wang should be held liable for encroaching the 
autonomy of Hong Kong and for violating Hong Kong 
people’s fundamental rights and freedoms. 


During his tenure as the Director of LOCPG, Wang 
has repeatedly given public speeches that call for the 
restriction of Hong Kong people’s right to freedom 
of expression, which is guaranteed by the Basic Law; 
and Hong Kong’s high degree of autonomy, which is 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Zhimin WANG 


Country Position 

People’s Director of Liaison Office 
Republic of of the Central People's 

China Government, Hong Kong Special 


Administrative Region 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
April, 1957 


Wang should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning Wang would 
send a clear message to the LOCPG and the Chinese 
Government that they will be held accountable for their 
decisions and actions, especially when they seek to 
undermine Hong Kong’s autonomy. World leadership 
would be shown in regards to human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Wang is a Chinese national residing in Hong Kong. It 
is unknown if Wang or his immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a leader of the Liaison Office of the Central 
People’s Government, engaged in gross violation of 
internationally recognized human rights: 


Advocating violence against dissidents 


Regarding the Anti-Extradition Bill protests, an 
official from the LOCPG openly appealed to Yuen 
Long residents to drive protesters away on 11 July 
2019135. Warnings were circulated to warn protesters 
to stay away from Yuen Long?*°, when in fact there 
were no protests planned in Yuen Long during that 
period. On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing 
triad members, who are villagers around Yuen Long, 
indiscriminately assaulted commuters and journalists 
in the Yuen Long metro station, resulting in at least 45 
injuries*s’. 


2 For being a leader of the Liaison Office of the Central 
People’s Government, engaged in violation of rights 
and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of the press and of publication 


The LOCPG controls 80% of the local publishing 
market and it prohibits three of the major market 
players from selling any books related to the Umbrella 
Movement and other pro-democracy contents?°. 


Undermining Hong Kong’s autonomy 


The LOCPG controls a major player in the local 
publishing market and several media outlets, namely 
Sino United Publishing Limited, and Wen Wei Po, Ta 
Kung Pao, Hong Kong Commercial Daily and Orange 
News?%2. The materials published from the controlled 
entities serve as political propaganda to interfere with 
Hong Kong’s political matters. 


Hong Kong textbooks published by Hong Kong 
Educational Publishing, controlled by the LOCPG, 
usually promote pro-China sentiments?*°. 


Violation of freedom of expression 


Wang declared that opposing the Chinese Communist 
Party’s leadership would mean that one is against 

the “One Country, Two Systems” principle, which 
would be a crime against Hong Kong“. This is a clear 
attempt to clamp down on freedom of expression. 


For being a leader of the Liaison Office of the Central 
People’s Government, engaged in the encroachment 


3 of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Proposal of the Article 23 legislation that violates the 
freedom of expression 


Wang has exerted pressure on the Hong Kong 
Government to enact national security legislation 

to criminalize treason and subversion of the Central 
People’s Government before 2022142, The legislation 
seeks to further suppress freedom of expression in 
Hong Kong. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Xiaoming Zhang is the current Director of the Hong 
Kong and Macau Affairs Office (hereinafter HKMAO), 
which answers to the State Council of the People’s 
Republic of China and the Central Coordination Group 
for Hong Kong and Macau Affairs of the Communist 
Party of China. He formerly served as the Director of the 
Hong Kong Liaison Office between 2012 and 2017. 


During his tenure as the Director of the HKMAO, 

he openly supported the Hong Kong Police Force 
(hereinafter HKPF)’s violent crackdown and brutality 
towards protesters and defended the Hong Kong 
Government’s violation of fundamental human rights. 
He has also threatened to insert more overt Beijing 
intervention in the protests, in defiance of Hong Kong’s 
high degree of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino-British 
Joint Declaration. It is widely suspected that he and 

his Office, under the direct command of the Beijing 
government, have been crucial in the introduction of the 
Extradition Bill. When Zhang served as the Director of 
the Hong Kong Liaison Office, he strongly supported the 
HKPF in their use of excessive force against peaceful 
protesters in the Umbrella Movement. 


Zhang should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Xiaoming ZHANG 


People’s Director of the Hong Kong and 
Republic of Macau Affairs Office, Hong Kong 
China Special Administrative Region 


Director of the Hong Kong 
Liaison Office (2012 - 2017) 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
September, 
1963 


human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning Zhang would 
send a clear message to the HKMAO and the Chinese 
Government that they will be held accountable for their 
decisions and actions, especially when they seek to 
undermine Hong Kong’s autonomy. World leadership 
would be shown in regards to human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Zhang is a Chinese national residing in Hong Kong. It 
is unknown if Zhang or his immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a leader of the HKMAO of the Central 
People’s Government, engaged in gross violation of 
internationally recognized human rights: 


Threatened to undermine Hong Kong’s fundamental 
human rights and political freedoms 


Zhang supports the HKPF’s use of excessive force and 
their crackdown on protesters. He reportedly said that 
the “police have sweated and bled, we cannot let them 
cry”, and also publicly opposed the establishment of 
an Independent Commission of Inquiry to investigate 
police misconduct since 9 June 2019.148 


Zhang warned that the Foreign Correspondents 
Club’s invitation of Andy Chan, an advocate for 
Hong Kong independence, for a speech reflects the 
city’s “inadequacies” in protecting China’s national 
security. He further claimed this shows the need to 
enact “Article 23”, a national security law that would 


suppress the freedom of expression in Hong Kong.*44 


Furthermore, Zhang supported the Chinese 
Government’s interpretation of the Basic Law to 
politically censor and bar elected pro-democracy 
candidates from serving as Legislative Councilors, 
claiming that "any statements and activities 
advocating 'Hong Kong independence' should be 
punished under the law, and there is no reason for 
indulgence."445 


2 For being a leader of the HKMAO of the Central 
People’s Government, engaged in the encroachment 
of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Undermining Hong Kong’s autonomy and institution 


Zhang has framed the 2019 Anti-Extradition Bill 
protests as a “color revolution”, threatening that "if 
the situation worsens further, and there is turmoil that 
the Hong Kong Government is unable to control, the 
Central Government absolutely will not just watch 
without doing anything," the most explicwit threat of 
intervention by a Chinese official to date.14© 


Zhang famously rejected that Hong Kong practices 
the separation of powers, stating that the Chief 
Executive is in a “special legal position that transcends 
administrative, legislative, and judicial organs”. 

This is a blatant attempt to challenge Hong Kong’s 
constitutional guarantee of checks and balances.*47 


Zhang and the Liaison Office were reportedly directing 
the Hong Kong Government in handling the 2014 
Umbrella Movement.*48 


Interfering with Hong Kong local elections 


Zhang donated one of his own works of calligraphy 

to the pro-Beijing Democratic Alliance for the 
Betterment and Progress of Hong Kong, which was 
then auctioned for HK$18.8 million as funds for the 
party. Many regarded this as Chinese government 
funding of pro-Beijing political parties in Hong Kong 
to interfere with political matters in the Legislative 
Council, constituting a form of corruption and eroding 
the autonomy of the Hong Kong administration.149 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Chun-ying Leung was the third Chief Executive of Hong 
Kong between 2012 and 2017. In Mar 2017, he was 
appointed Vice Chairman of the National Committee of 
the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference. 
His tenure as Chief Executive marked the start of a 
clampdown on human rights and freedoms in Hong 
Kong, during and after the Umbrella Revolution. He also 
endorsed the “831 Framework” proposed by the Chinese 
Government, which screens the candidates of the Chief 
Executive elections. He flagrantly abused his executive 
power to intimidate his opposition and suppressed 
freedom of expression during his term and continues 

to do so in his present capacity as Vice Chairman. Most 
recently, Leung offered a bounty of HK$ 1,000,000 for 
information on protesters, further spreading “white 
terror”. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Chun-ying LEUNG 


Position 

Vice Chairman of the National 
Committee of the Chinese 
People's Political Consultative 
Conference 

Former Chief Executive of Hong 
Kong (2012-2017) 

Other Known Personal Identifiers 

His wife, son and two daughters 
are all British citizens 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
12 August, 
1954 


Leung should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. 
Sanctioning Leung would send a clear message to the 
current Hong Kong Government, including its Executive 
Council, Security Bureau and the HKPF, that they will be 
held accountable for their decisions and actions even 
after their tenure. World leadership would be shown 

in regards to human rights and democracy. In the long 
run, the imposition of sanctions would best safeguard 
the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your 
national security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Leung resides in Hong Kong with his wife and children. 
It is unknown if Leung or his immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 During his tenure as a leader of the Hong Kong Spreading of white terror 


Government, engaged in violation of rights, 
freedoms and high degree of autonomy guaranteed 
by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law 
and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of election and 
being elected 


6 pro-democracy candidates were barred from 
running for Legislative Council in 2016.1°° This is an 
intra-legislature matter which should not be interfered 
with by the executive branch. By challenging the 
oath-taking exercise through the courts, Leung’s 
administration set an alarming precedent of meddling 
with the separation of powers. 


An Interpretation of the Basic Law from NPCSC was 
sought by his administration during the oath-taking 
saga.!5! NPCSC interpreted Basic Law Article 104 in 
Nov 2016 and declared that "an oath-taker must take 
the oath sincerely and solemnly, and must accurately, 
completely and solemnly read out the oath prescribed 
by law". The court ruled the elected lawmakers were 
to lose their seats since 12 Oct 2016 and had to return 
their salary and allowance.'5? Contrary to the core 
values of common law practiced in Hong Kong, the 
interpretation was applied retroactively,‘5? marking a 
departure of the high degree of autonomy and the rule 
of law guaranteed in the Joint Declaration. 


The court decision set a precedent that elected 
lawmakers can be politically screened out if their 
speech is not favourable to the Party. In the 2018 
Hong Kong Island by-election, Agnes Chow Ting 

was disqualified by the Electoral Affairs Commission 
from running on the basis of that she "cannot 
possibly comply with the requirements of the relevant 
electoral laws, since advocating or promoting 'self- 
determination’ is contrary to the content of the 
declaration that the law requires a candidate to make 
to uphold the Basic Law and pledge allegiance to the 
[Hong Kong Special Administrative Region].”15¢ 


Violation of rights to universal suffrage 


According to the Standing Committee of the National 
People Congress’s decision on 31 Aug 2014, potential 
Chief Executive candidates have to be endorsed by 
at least 150 members of a 1,200-member election 
committee composed of pro-Beijing representatives 
of different sectors. The framework violates the 

Basic Law Article 45 which guarantees the right to 
selection of Chief Executive by universal suffrage. 
Leung hailed the decision of the committee as a 
"major step forward in the development of Hong 
Kong's society" during his term.*°° The pro-democracy 
Umbrella Movement in 2014 was prompted by this 
development. 


On 27 Aug 2019, Action 803 took out multiple 
advertisements on various newspapers in Hong Kong, 
encouraging citizens to report any information of 
protesters on https://803.hk/. The website offered 
bounties of HKD 200,000 to HKD 1,000,000 for 
information of pro-democracy protesters. According to 
the Hong Kong Domain Name Registration Company 
Limited, the owner of its domain is 'MR. CHUN YING 
LEUNG'.45° Leung further declared he is the Chair of 
the action on his official Facebook page.*°” 


Alvin Tam, the assistant principal of a local secondary 
school, criticized the excessive force of HKPF on his 
personal Facebook page. Leung then sent a formal 
letter to the school in his capacity as Vice Chairman 
of the National Committee, exerting pressure on the 
school to dismiss Alvin Tam for his opinion.1°® 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Chee-hwa Tung is the current Vice Chairman of the 
Chinese People’s Political Consultative Conference 
(hereinafter CPPCC) and was the first Chief Executive of 
Hong Kong since the handover in 1997. He funded the 
China-United States Exchange Foundation (CUSEF) in 
2008, which has strong ties with the “United Front” led 
by the Chinese Government. The CUSEF was an initiative 
to spread Communist Party of China (hereinafter CCP) 
ideology and to manipulate overseas opinions towards 
China through cooperating with academic institutions 
and think tanks in the U.S.1°°. Being one of the key 
leaders in Chinese propaganda, Tung also founded a 
pro-Beijing think tank “Our Hong Kong Foundation” 
during the Umbrella Movement in 2014. The think tank 
proposed a controversial reclamation plan in East Lantau 
Island in Hong Kong last year, and is exerting influence 
in many fields, including the media and Chinese History 
education curriculum. 


Tung also attributed the recent social movement 
triggered by the Extradition Bill to the implementation 
of Liberal Studies education in secondary school, 

and accused the United States and Taiwan as the 
culprits inciting the ongoing movement in Hong Kong. 
Tung proposed the controversial National Security 
(Legislative Provisions) Bill 2003, known as “Article 
23”, in his tenure back in 2003, which led to half a 
million people taking to the streets to oppose the Bill. 
Tung later withdrew the Bill. Despite Tung’s blatant 
attempt to curtail the rights and freedoms guaranteed 
by the Sino-British Joint Declaration (hereinafter Joint 
Declaration) and the Basic Law, he was awarded the title 
as an outstanding contributor to the “One Country, Two 
Systems” principle on the 7Oth anniversary of the PRC 
this year?®©. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Chee-hwa TUNG 


Position 

Vice-Chairman of the Chinese 
People’s Political Consultative 
Conference 

Former Chief Executive of Hong 
Kong (1997-2003) 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
He has three children 


Date of Birth 
7 July, 1937 


Tung should be sanctioned to protect academic 
freedom, to reaffirm commitment to human rights and to 
uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Tung 
would send a clear message to the current Hong Kong 
Government, including its Executive Council, Security 
Bureau and the HKPF, that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions even after their tenure. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to 
academic freedom, human rights and democracy. In 

the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Tung resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Tung or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a former leader of the Hong Kong 
Government, engaged in violation of rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of speech, of the press and of 
assembly 


During Tung’s term, he proposed the controversial 
“Article 23” on national security, leading toa 
demonstration on 1 July 2003 with a turnout of half a 
million. The enactment of this law would undermine 
the rights and freedoms under both the Joint 
Declaration and internationally recognized human 
rights, as stated in the Hong Kong Human Rights and 
Democracy Act of 2019?°!. 


A national security law would be detrimental to 
Hong Kong. Since the Hong Kong Government 

is not democratically formed, with power mainly 
vested in the executive—led by the pro-Beijing Chief 
Executive and the Executive Council chosen by 
undemocratic means—Beijing has a strong influence 
on the Government. Charges put forward by the 
Department of Justice have also been considered as 
“political prosecution”/®2. The ambiguous definition 
of “national security” has led to public concerns that 
the government would abuse the court of law to 
prosecute dissidents. 


Hence, if the National Security Bill were to be enacted, 
the freedoms of speech, of the press and of assembly, 
as protected in the Sino-British Joint Declaration and 
the ICCPR, would be severely undermined. The Bill 
would also affect expatriates residing in Hong Kong. 
Disregarding the above concerns, Tung’s government 
proposed the implementation of this law during his 
tenure. 


2 For engaging in propaganda for the Chinese 
Communist Party 


Running the “pseudo-philanthropic foundation” 
CUSEF to assert “Chinese” pressure 


Tung funded CUSEF to collude with academic 
institutions and think tanks in the U.S. to influence 
views and opinions of the U.S. foreign policy on China. 
The Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International 
Studies (SAIS) has received an adverse influence on 
publications and research on China‘®:. This poses 

a serious threat to academic freedom. CUSEF has 
apparent strong ties with the Chinese Government 
and has been working for lobbying for “China-U.S. 
relations”. Its growing influence in the academic and 
political fields has been seen as proof of the Chinese 
Government trying to interfere with US policies. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Junius Ho is a current member of the Legislative Council, 
elected in 2016. He has significant ties to the Chinese 
Liaison Office and is seen to have the backing of the 
Chinese Communist Party. 


Mr. Ho is a controversial political figure in Hong Kong 
who has a track record of speaking and acting against 
internationally recognized human rights. He has been 
involved or implicated in numerous incidents to silence 
or intimidate pro-democracy voices in Hong Kong. 

He has held rallies inciting violence against critics of 

the Hong Kong government and Beijing. He is also 
implicated in incidents of physical attacks against 
protesters and bypassers. He has consistently spoken 
out against equal rights for LGBT communities. Recently, 
he has been a vocal supporter of the Extradition Bill, and 
has supported the Hong Kong Police Force (hereinafter 
HKPF) in their violent crackdown and brutality towards 
protesters. 


Summary of Evidence 


1 As amember of the Legislative Council, Ho engaged 
in gross violation of internationally recognized 
human rights: 


Hate speech and inciting violence 


Junius Ho has spoken against equal rights for same- 
sex relationships?©°. He has also sought to stop two 
overseas judges from being appointed based on their 
stances on LGBT issues.*®” 


In 2017, he declared publicly that Hong Kong 
independence advocates should be killed mercilessly, 
during his rally call for the dismissal of a law professor 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Junius Kwan-yiu HO 


Position 

Hong Kong Legislative Council 
member for New Territories 
West constituency 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 


Senior Partner, K.C. Ho & Fong, 
Solicitors & Notaries 


Date of Birth 
4 June, 1962 


Lord Alton of Liverpool from the United Kingdom wrote 
to Anglia Ruskin University detailing Mr. Ho’s behaviour 
which led to the University stripping Mr. Ho of his 
honorary degree!® 165, 


Ho should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 

Kong. Sanctioning Ho would send a clear message to 
the pro-Beijing faction that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Ho resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Ho or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 


who advocates civil disobedience. He also expressed 
that it is “not [a] big deal to kill pigs or dogs”. When his 
hate speech was challenged, he defended his stance 
and asked why pro-independence activists should not 
be killed.+®® 


He also described pro-democracy protesters as 
cockroaches. This dehumanising and offensive term 
has been widely adopted by police officers and the 
pro-Beijing faction, and there has been a proliferation 
of similar dehumanising propaganda on the internet 
calling for more violence against protesters*®. 


20121 


Links to the Yuen Long Triad Attack 


On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members indiscriminately assaulted commuters 

and journalists in the Yuen Long MTR station?”°. 
There were widespread rumors?!”! about the planned 
attack prior to 21 July. Many were injured during 

the indiscriminate attack and Junius Ho was filmed 
that night shaking the hands of triad perpetrators, 


congratulating their efforts and calling them heroes!72. 


After being questioned regarding his response on 

the attack, he justified the indiscriminate attack as 

a defensive act of their homelands from the “violent 
protesters”, and should therefore be pardoned. In fact, 
there were no protests planned in Yuen Long during 
that period. 


Political intimidation 


During the campaigning period for the 2016 
Legislative Council election, another candidate, 

Ken Chow Wing-kan for the New Territories West 
constituency, where Junius Ho was also a candidate 
for, announced his withdrawal from the race, citing 
that he did not wish for his supporters to “incur any 
more trouble or pay the price”. He told journalists 
that he received a voice message that he was going 
to be targeted and hounded until he withdrew from 
the election. The voice recording also mentioned 
that those who targeted Ken Chow are supporters 
of Junius Ho. Junius Ho later admitted in a press 
conference that the various misacts targeting Ken 
Chow had been proposed by, and the voice recording 
made by one of his campaign volunteers.!72 


2 Asamember of the Legislative Council, engaged in 
violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Suppression of political and academic freedoms 


Ho has engaged in the suppression of political and 
academic freedoms, evidenced by his calling for the 
removal of Benny Tai Yiu-ting, a prominent figure in 
the Umbrella Movement in 2014, from his teaching 
position in the Hong Kong University.*7* 


In response to school boycott events organized 

by students in solidarity to the protest movement 
triggered by the Extradition Bill, Junius Ho announced 
that he would be forming a school inspection group 
with the aim of creating an atmosphere of oppression 
and intimidating the young students into silence. 

He called on the Education Bureau to disqualify 
teachers and headmasters who are in support of the 
boycotts*’>. 


Support for use of excessive force against protesters 
during the Umbrella Movement in 2014 


During the Umbrella Movement in 2014, seven police 
officers were filmed dragging a protester towards a 
dark alley and beating him up. The incident provoked 
outrage in Hong Kong and the guilty officers were 
convicted by the court. On 22 Feb 2017, the Junior 
Police Officers Association of the HKPF rallied 

to protest against the sentencing and Junius Ho 
appeared in support of the rally.*7° 


Misappropriation of government-owned land for 
personal use 


It was discovered in July 2°19 that the family burial 
plot of Junius Ho was not within the prescribed zones 
of the cemetery. The Ho family burial plot is almost 
entirely within the government-owned grounds of the 
Tuen Mun North fresh water service reservoir.*7” 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Regina lp is a senior government-official-turned- 
legislator, known for her strong pro-Beijing stance. 
During her tenure as the Secretary for Security from 
1998 to 2003, she spearheaded the government effort 
to propose the National Security (Legislative Provisions) 
Bill 2003, known as “Article 23”. If enacted, the law 
would have criminalized “treason, subversion, secession 
and sedition”, causing major controversy due to its 
possible impact on the freedom of speech and political 
dissident, and sparking a mass protest with half a million 
turn-out?’, 


During her current tenure as a member of the Executive 
Council, lp has strongly supported the Extradition 

Bill. Although Ip is a lawmaker elected by the people 

of Hong Kong, she has shown a blatant disregard for 
public opinion, calling on the Government to maintain 
its stance no matter how widely-supported the protests 
might be. She alleged that the protesters and their 
actions were supported by a “mastermind”, despite 
having no concrete evidence for such allegations. She 
also supported the HKPF in their violent crackdown 
and brutality towards protesters, claiming that the 
HKPF have only used the minimum degree of force. 

As a prominent member of the Executive Council, Ip 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Regina Suk-yee IP LAU 


Position 

Chairperson of New People’s Party 
Member of Legislative Council, 
Hong Kong Special Administrative 
Region 

Member of the Executive Council, 
Hong Kong Special Administrative 
Region 

Former Secretary for Security, Hong 
Kong Special Administrative Region 
Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 

24 August Her daughter has strong links to 
1950 America; possible US residency.. 


Country 
Hong Kong 


should be held responsible for the policies of the Hong 
Kong Government, including the decision to invoke the 
Emergency Regulation Ordinance—in bypassing the 
Legislature—to enact an anti-mask law. 


lp was one of the six Legislative Council members who 
visited Montana in August 2019 to meet with four U.S. 
Congressmen, where she lobbied against the Hong 
Kong Human Rights and Democracy Act (hereinafter 
HKHRDA). 


lp should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Sanctioning Ip would send a clear message to the 
current Hong Kong Government, including its Executive 
Council, Security Bureau and the pro-Beijing faction, 
that they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown in regards 

to human rights and democracy. In the long run, the 
imposition of sanctions would best safeguard the safety 
of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your national 
security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


lp resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Ip or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a member of the Executive Council of the Despite the opaque legal system of China, Ip claimed 


Hong Kong Government, engaged in gross violation 
of international recognized human rights: 


Defending the HKPF's excessive use of force and their 
mishandling of the Yuen Long Triad Attack 


lp has been supportive of the HKPF, despite their 

use of excessive force’’? against peaceful protesters 
in the Anti-Extradition Bill protests. In an apparent 
effort to downplay the HKPF’s excessive use of force 
on protesters, lp compared police brutality in the 
Anti-Extradition Bill movement to the extreme case 

of the Hong Kong 1966 riots, and even to the 1989 
Tiananmen Square massacre, saying “the way the 
Hong Kong police have responded to the provocations 
stands in marked contrast to how their forebears dealt 
with past violent protests, let alone the way mainland 
Chinese authorities dealt with the protests in Beijing in 
1989."18° 


lp also defended the HKPF’s mishandling of the 

Yuen Long Triad Attack.*®! On 21 July 2019, a large 
group of pro-Beijing triad members indiscriminately 
assaulted commuters and journalists in the Yuen Long 
metro station?®2. During the attack, police officers 
were present at the station, but they did not act. The 
police station nearby was also shut down?®?. Although 
metro representatives claimed to have contacted 

the HKPF, the police arrived 39 minutes after the 
report!®4, and by then the perpetrators had already 
left. Ip, however, defended the HKPF’s mishandling 

of the attack, parroting the explanations offered by 
the HKPF officials. Her rationalization of the HKPF’s 
failure to protect Hong Kong citizens condoned 
selective enforcement by the police and encouraged 
perpetrators to act with impunity. Ip has contributed 
to the deteriorating human rights condition in Hong 
Kong. 


For being a member of the Executive Council of the 
Hong Kong Government, engaged in violation of 
rights, freedoms and the rule of law guaranteed by 
the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and 
the ICCPR: 


Support for the Extradition Bill 


lp has supported the Extradition Bill from the 
beginning. The controversial Bill has raised serious 
concerns that the people of Hong Kong, including 

US expats, would be exposed to China's opaque 
legal system, and it would lead to further erosion of 
Hong Kong’s judicial independence. After the Hong 
Kong Government introduced the Bill in early 2019, Ip 
voiced her support for the Bill, claiming that the Bill 
would help Hong Kong to plug the legal loophole in 
fighting cross-border crimes.1®° 


that “all the human rights guarantees are there [in the 
bill].” Should the offenders surrender, she claimed, 
they could seek legal actions such as a judicial review, 
which could take two to three years. She further 
asked, “why would the mainland authorities bother 

to do that?”+®° This blind reliance on inactions from 
the Chinese authorities jeopardises the rights and 
freedoms guaranteed to Hong Kong people by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic Law. 


When asked about the then-upcoming Anti-Extradition 
Bill protest on 9 June, 2019, she was adamant that 

the protest - no matter how large its scale - will have 
no impact, adding that “If the Government caves in 
because of mass protests, that will encourage people 
to organize more protests on all sorts of China- 
sensitive issues.” Even after 1 million and subsequently 
2 million people — in a city with a population of 7.4 
million - joined the 9 June and 16 June protests 
respectively, she remained supportive of the HKSAR 
Government and the Extradition Bill.1®” She further 
claimed that the leaderless movement was supported 
by a “mastermind” with no concrete evidence.18 
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PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


TIER 2 


STATE ACTORS, INCLUDING 
POLITICIANS, WHO INSTIGATE 
HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Andy Wai-hung Tsang is an ex-Commissioner of Police 
in Hong Kong and is currently the Deputy Director of 
National Narcotics Control Commission of the Ministry 
of Public Security of China. In June 2019, Tsang was 
nominated by China to be the executive director at the 
United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, a bid that 
was not successful. 


DDuring his tenure, Tsang was known for his hawkish 
policing directions against peaceful protesters, which 
marked the beginning of the Hong Kong Police Force’s 
(hereinafter HKPF) decline in professionalism. In the 
Umbrella Movement in 2014, Tsang was responsible 

for the use of excessive force and brutality towards 
protesters. Tsang also started a culture of ‘no 
apologising’ in the HKPF, which leads to officers often 
not being held accountable for their misconduct or 
illegal acts. The violent crackdown and brutality towards 
protesters in 2019 is a legacy of Tsang’s hawkish policing 
directions from 2014. In the recent movement triggered 
by the opposition to the “Fugitive Offenders and 

Mutual Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters Legislation 
(Amendment) Bill 2019” (hereinafter Extradition Bill) 
since June 2019, Tsang has publicly spoken out against 
the establishment of an Independent Commission 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Andy Wai-hung TSANG 


Position 

Deputy Director of National 
Narcotics Control Commission 
of the Ministry of Public Security 
of China 

Former Commissioner of Hong 
Kong Police Force (2011-2015) 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
5 May, 1958 


of Inquiry to investigate police misconduct, so as to 
continue his legacy of hawkish policing directions. 


Tsang should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning Tsang would 
send a clear message to the entire HKPF, that they will 
be held accountable for their decisions and actions. This 
is significant as China has nominated Tsang—despite 
his involvement in the suppression of internationally 
recognized human rights—for a United Nations post. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to human 
rights and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Tsang resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Tsang or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the ex-leader and still a highly influential 


figure in the current Hong Kong Police Force, 
engaged in gross violation of internationally 
recognized human rights: 


Support for the HKPF’s handling of the current Anti- 
Extradition Bill protests 


Andy Tsang has repeatedly emphasized his support 
for the HKPF and claimed that their use of excessive 
force’ on the protesters is justified?. He also 
expressed his opposition to the HKPF apologizing for 
their wrongdoings, to prevent it from becoming an 
‘endemic’ ® [norm] of Hong Kong. This provided the 
basis of the unaccountability of police officers in the 
mishandling of the current protests. 


Despite reports of the police’s use of excessive force, 
arbitrary detention, torture, or forced confession’, 
Tsang has supported the measures taken by the HKPF 
and opposed? the establishment of an Independent 
Commission of Inquiry to investigate their misconduct 
since 9 June 2019. 


2 For being the leader of the Hong Kong Police Force 
during the Umbrella Movement, engaged in violation 
of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Use of excessive force in the Umbrella Movement 


The HKPF have used excessive amounts of pepper 
spray, batons and tear gas® to disperse peaceful 
protesters during the peaceful occupation of the 
central business district in 2014. Despite their heavy- 
handed policing, Tsang has lauded his frontline 
officers’ handling of the protests . He further praised 
the officers and urged them to stay “united and 
resolute” amid their use of excessive force®. 


Andy Tsang defended the use of undercover police 
and the HKPF’s failure to present police identification 
in protests’. This direction has become systematic 

in the current handling of the Anti-Extradition Bill 
protests*°. 


Seven police officers were convicted of assaulting 
a protester in the Umbrella Movement?'. Tsang 
defended the officers for failing to cooperate‘? 
during the prosecution process. Another officer was 
filmed hitting pedestrians indiscriminately*’, and 
was convicted for assault. However, Tsang did not 
condemn any of these officers’ actions. 


Violation of freedom of assembly 


The HKPF introduced a direction to prevent any 
“suspicious” gathering of at least three people from 
turning into a protest**, a move to further arbitrarily 
restrict Hong Kong people’s freedom of assembly. 


3 For acting as a Chinese civil servant, engaged in 


encroachment of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Andy Tsang was appointed as the Deputy Director of 
China’s National Narcotics Control Commission*®. It is 
rare for a Hong Kong citizen to be appointed to such 
a high-ranking position in the mainland government. 
Given Tsang’s strong ties with the HKPF, this could 
pave the way to the assimilation of the HKPF to the 
Greater Bay Area. 


Wai-man LEE 


Hong Kong District Commander (Yuen 
Long), Hong Kong Police Force 


13 May, 1957 Unknown 


Nai-keung YAU 


Hong Kong Assistant District Commander 
(Crime) (Yuen Long), Hong Kong 
Police Force 

Unknown Unknown 

Hon-man LI 

Hong Kong Division Commander (Pat 


Heung), Hong Kong Police Force 


Unknown Unknown 
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Summary of Impact 


Wai-man Lee is a Chief Superintendent of the Hong 
Kong Police Force (hereinafter HKPF). He is in charge of 
the Yuen Long District. 


Nai-keung Yau is an Assistant District Commander 
(Crime) of the HKPF. He is in charge of the Yuen Long 
District. 


Hon-man Li is a Division Commander of the HKPF. He is 
in charge of Pat Heung, an area located south of Yuen 
Long District. 


On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members indiscriminately assaulted commuters and 
journalists in the Yuen Long metro station. During the 
attack, police officers were present nearby but failed to 
intervene. At least 45 people were injured that night. 


As Yuen Long District Commander and Chief 
Superintendent, Lee was complicit in the selective 
enforcement by the police on 21 July 2019. 


As Assistant District Commander (Crime) for Yuen Long 
District, Yau was complicit in the selective enforcement 
by the police on 21 July 2019. 


As Division Commander for Pat Heung area in Yuen Long 
District, Li was complicit in the selective enforcement by 
the police on 21 July 2019. 


Lee, Yau and Li should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning 
them would send a clear message to the entire HKPF, 
that they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown in regards 

to human rights and democracy. In the long run, the 
imposition of sanctions would best safeguard the safety 
of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your national 
security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Lee, Yau and Li reside in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Lee, 
Yau and Li or their immediate family members possess 
any foreign financial assets. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being police officers responsible for Yuen Long 
District, engaged in gross violation of internationally 
recognized human rights: 


Inaction to Yuen Long Triad Attack?® 17 


The Police were duly informed about the 
indiscriminate attack in Yuen Long on 21 July 2019, 
but intentionally turned a blind eye to the attack. Lee, 
as the Police Commander of Yuen Long, deliberately 
indulged his subordinates’ misconduct and the triad 
members’ criminal activity. 


A local district councillor of Yuen Long received 
intelligence and notified the Police of the potential 
plot that triad members would attack protestors*®. 
However, the Police decided that it would be of low 
risk and did not arrange reinforcement to safeguard 
the area. 


In the evening of 21 July 2019, hundreds of men in 
white T-shirts holding bamboo sticks started to 
assemble in a playground. Many residents repeatedly 
called the Police to urge them to handle the escalating 
situation but not a single police officer appeared on 
the scene to investigate*’. 


Eventually, the mobs indiscriminately attacked 
passersby on streets and stormed into Yuen Long MTR 
station to assault commuters with bats, sticks and 
metal poles?°. The Police only arrived at the station 39 
minutes after the violent attack?', but by then the triad 
members had already retreated??. 


The Yuen Long MTR station closed early at the request 
of the police. The police eventually appeared to have 
left the scene again. After the police left, the triad 
members forced open the station's shutters to launch 
a second wave of attacks on commuters. The perfect 
timing suggested clear collusion between the Police 
and the triad members”°. 


Ignorance of citizens’ calls for help 


Many residents attempted to report the attack to 
police by calling the emergency hotline but were 
ignored by the emergency line responders?*. The 
earliest calls to the emergency hotline were made at 
around 7 pm. Despite thousands of reports made to 
the emergency hotline, the police arrived at the scene 
at 11:20 pm after the first wave of attack. As a result of 
police absence, many commuters were injured. 


Residents then visited the Yuen Long police station to 
seek help directly. Nonetheless, Lee decided to shut 
down the police station, accusing the large group 

of residents of threatening the safety of the police 
station. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Selective enforcement?® 


CCTV footage revealed that at least three police vans 
passed through a suspicious group of men in white 
T-shirts in Fung Yau Street North in Yuen Long but the 
police did not take any action”®. Television footage 
also showed two police officers turning a blind eye 

to alleged triad members chasing and beating up 
passersby. 


After meeting with a group of people in white T-shirts 
accused of attacking commuters in Yuen Long, the 
police made no arrests that night?’. They claimed that 
their colleagues did not see anyone holding weapons 
at the village, although photos and videos revealed 
police officers talking amicably to men in white 
T-shirts holding sticks and metal rods’°. 


As of 17 Sep 2019, only 32 people have been arrested 
for their participation in the Attack’. 


Spreading Terror 


On the day after the attack, Yuen Long became a ghost 
town*°. Most businesses were closed, even though 
Lee claimed that the Police had not received any 
intelligence about fresh attacks. 


After the attack in Yuen Long, some countries have 
issued a travel warning to Hong Kong"! since it is 
foreseeable that there would be continuous unrests 
and police selective enforcement in various areas in 
Hong Kong. 


Misconduct by each individual 
Wai-man Lee 


Lee is the District Commander is Yuen Long. He 
should be held responsible for the misconduct of 
police officers and the inaction of the whole Yuen 
Long police district to the triad attack on 21 July 2019. 


Nai-keung Yau 


On 21 July 2019, video footage revealed an encounter 
between Yau and the triad members in a village*?. 

Yau was interviewed by the press on 22 July 2019. 

He stated that no one was arrested, as he claimed 
that the police could not be sure about the identities 
of perpetrators and they saw no one possessing any 
offensive weapons. Further, the police did not conduct 
any stop-searches on the white shirt-clad triad 
members as Yau claimed that the police were unable 
to do so’. 
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Hon-man Li 


When the press challenged why the police arrived 

39 minutes late, Li replied by “you are not going 

to intimidate me”. On the same night, when he met 
with the potential perpetrators, they were concerned 
whether the press have left, expressing worry that 
they might get into trouble for knifing people again. 
Li replied and told those potential perpetrators “don’t 
worry”**. No arrests were made. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Rupert Timothy Alan DOVER 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Chief Superintendent, Hong 
Kong Police Force (Deputy 
Regional Commander of New 
Territories South Region) 


Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 
19 August, Unknown 
1967 


David John JORDAN 


United Kingdom Senior Superintendent, Hong 
Kong Police Force 


Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown Unknown 
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Summary of Impact 


Rupert Timothy Alan Dover is the current Chief 
Superintendent and Deputy Regional Commander of 
New Territories South Region of the Hong Kong Police 
Force (hereinafter HKPF). 


David Jordan, Senior Superintendent, is a commandant 
of the Police Tactical Unit (PTU) in the New Territories. 


These two persons are the leading officers responsible 
for brutal crackdowns and aggravating policing tactics 
during peaceful protests, most notably the protest on 12 
June 2019. 


On 12 June 2019, protesters surrounded the Government 
complex to pressure the Government to withdraw 

the Extradition Bill. This was due to the Government’s 
reluctance to act after the demonstration on 9 June 
where one million people turned out. Dover was the 
commander-in-charge of the clearance operations 

at the location and Mr. Jordan was one of the 
commanding officers at the protest site. Despite the 
protest being overwhelmingly peaceful, the police 
used tear gas, pepper spray, rubber bullets and bean 
bag rounds indiscriminately and were in contravention 
of international standards. Many were injured and an 
individual was shot in the head by a rubber bullet that 


Summary of Evidence 


1 As commanding officers, Dover and Jordan engaged 
in gross violation of internationally recognized 
human rights: 


Use of excessive force*® in crowd control operations 


On June 12 , the HKPF used tear gas, rubber bullets, 
and beanbag rounds against peaceful protesters who 
were assembling around Citic Tower, a venue of an 
approved assembly~*°. 


The HKPF have repeatedly used pepper spray against 
passersby and journalists indiscriminately, when they 
have posed no threats to the officers. Pepper spray is 
often aimed directly at eyes.°’ Also, the HKPF have 
brutally assaulted passersby and protesters with 
batons. It has become a norm that the officers aim at 
the person’s head, neck, back and spine°®. 


Putting the lives of citizens at substantial risk 


Protesters were retreating into the Citic Tower after 
being dispersed by the HKPF, and yet the HKPF kept 
firing tear gas at them, putting the citizens at a great 
risk of stampede’. 


was meters away while showing no sign of aggression to 
the officers. 


Dover and Jordan should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning 
them would send a clear message to the entire HKPF, 
that they will be held accountable for their decisions 
and actions, especially as Dover and Jordan are high- 
ranking officers of the HKPF. Further, as the named 
persons are British citizens, sanctioning them could 
support the notion that human rights violations will not 
be tolerated for foreign expatriates within the Hong 
Kong Government. World leadership would be shown 
in regards to human rights and democracy. In the long 
run, the imposition of sanctions would best safeguard 
the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your 
national security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Dover and Jordan reside in Hong Kong. It is unknown 
if Dover, Jordan, or their immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 


Ignoring repeated requests for the stoppage of use of 
excessive force 


During the 12 June crackdown, Legislative Councilor 
Chi-wai Wu requested to communicate with the 
commander-in-charge but was ignored. The police 
proceeded to employ excessive force towards the 
protesters instead of using proportionate force to 
disperse protesters.*° 


Siege of the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHk) 


Dover is the commander for the region where CUHK 
is located and is therefore responsible for the first 
direct assault at a university since the beginning of 
the Anti-Extradition Bill protest movement. Under 
his command, HKPF lead a four-day siege against 
CUHK and fired thousands of tear gas canisters and 
countless rubber bullets*:. This siege paved the 
way for assaults on other universities in Hong Kong 
and in particular, the long siege of the Hong Kong 
Polytechnic University. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Chi-Wai Lam is the Chairman of the Junior Police 
Officers’ Association (hereinafter JPOA) since July 2018, 
a major union representing police officers ranked below 
the grade of inspector and the largest group in the force. 
The JPOA consists of 25,000 junior police officers, out 
of the total 34,000 police officers in Hong Kong. 


Lam is best known for dehumanizing protesters 

as “cockroaches”, and encouraging inhumane and 
degrading treatment towards protesters. He urges 
police officers to use live ammunition against protesters, 
and opposes the establishment of an Independent 
Commission of Inquiry into police brutality. It is 
observed that the Government often grants the HKPF 
greater access to firearms and more relaxed use of force 
guidelines following Lam’s calls for such measures. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Chi-wai LAM 


Position 
Chairman of the Junior Police 
Officers’ Association (JPOA) 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Lam should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights in Hong Kong. Sanctioning Lam would 
send a strong message to the entire HKPF, that they 

will be held accountable for their decisions and actions. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to human 
rights and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Lam resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Lam or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 As Chairman of the JPOA, engaged in gross violation 
of internationally recognized human rights: 


Hate speech 


In an official statement made by JPOA, Lam 
condemned protesters and denounced them as 
“cockroaches”*?. He described protesters, who 

are often masked to protect their identities, as 
cockroaches. Following his statement, frontline 
officers have been routinely verbally abusing citizens, 
including journalists, by calling them “cockroaches”** 
“4, This promoted antagonistic sentiments towards 
protesters by dehumanization, inciting police to 

use excessive physical and verbal violence against 
protesters. Following his hate speech, supporters of 
the Chinese Communist Party both in the mainland 
and Hong Kong have taken to using the term 
“cockroaches” and other derogatory words to refer to 
Hong Kong protesters*>. 


Advocating violence, with police change of tactics 
often following his statements: 


In the 14 July 2019 clashes in Sha Tin New Town 

Plaza, riot police moved into a shopping mall where 
protesters were leaving via the Shatin MTR station and 
triggered chaos. Following the clashes, Lam issued 

a statement in which he described protesters as 
“beasts” and advocated the use of water cannons*°. 
Subsequently, the police were granted increased 

use of firearms, which led to their increasingly 
indiscriminate use of tear gas, pepper balls and rubber 
bullets on protesters. 


Ina16 Sep 2019 speech, Lam stated that the police 
should use live ammunition against protesters*’. 
Subsequently, an 18-year-old protester was shot in the 
chest by a live bullet fired at point blank range by a 
police officer, narrowly missing his vital organs*®. Lam 
claimed that this was a reasonable use of force on the 
next day*®. 2 days after, a police officer shot a 14-year- 
old boy in the left thigh°°. 


There is a pattern of increasing police brutality 
following his statements calling for more heavy- 
handed policing. Evidently, his dehumanizing 
comments, constituting a form of hate speech, are an 
incitement towards engaging in violent actions against 
protesters. 


Support for the HKPF’s handling of the current Anti- 
Extradition Bill protests 

Despite reports of the police’s use of excessive force, 
arbitrary detention, torture, and forced confession, 
Lam has adamantly opposed the establishment of an 
Independent Commission of Inquiry to investigate 
their misconduct since 9 June 2019°! °?. 


After the 21 July Yuen Long Triad Attack, Chief 
Secretary Matthew Cheung said that “the police 
handling of the incident fell short of residents’ 
expectations”, and he was “willing to apologize” to 
citizens”. Lam issued a formal statement on behalf of 
the JPOA denouncing Cheung’s apology, challenging 
him to take command of the force and asking him 

to consider stepping down®:. It is important to 

note that the HKPF’s parent agency is the Security 
Bureau, whose parent agency is the Chief Secretary 
for Administration. The JPOA is clearly overriding its 
superiors. 


Support of the anti-mask law 


The JPOA urged the government to adopt tougher 
measures against protesters by invoking the 
Emergency Regulations Ordinance. Lam urged for 

the enactment of the anti-mask law as it would give 
officers wider powers to handle masked protesters**. 
Subsequently, the government invoked the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance and bypassed the legislature to 
enact the anti-mask law. 


Suppression of pro-democracy election candidates 


The JPOA has sought an injunction to prevent officers’ 
names appearing on the District Council election 
registry°°. The registry has been commonly utilized 

for investigation of vote-rigging. This severely affects 
the integrity and regularity of the 2019 District Council 
Election°®. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Arthur Kwok-cheung Li is a current member of the 
Executive Council of the HKSAR and the Chairman of 
the Council of the University of Hong Kong (hereinafter 
HKU). He served as the Secretary for Education and 
Manpower from 2002 to 2007. When he was appointed 
onto the governing board of the HKU Council by 
another perpetrator Leung Chun Ying, the then-Chief 
Executive of the HKSAR, Li abused his position to 
undermine academic freedom in HKU. Despite huge 
opposition from students, staff and the public against 
his appointment as the HKU Council’s governing board®’ 
58, he was still re-appointed by Carrie Lam, the current 
Chief Executive. 


As one of the current Executive Council members, who 
act as senior advisors to the Chief Executive, Li should 
also be held responsible for the Government’s proposal 
of the Extradition Bill and their mishandling of the 
current political unrest triggered by the Anti-Extradition 
Bill protests since June 2019. Attempting to evade 
responsibility, Li publicly shifts the blame to teachers. 
Thus, he has exerted pressure on the current Education 
Bureau which has led to incidents of violation of 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Arthur Kwok-cheung LI 


Position 

Member of the Executive Council 
of the HKSAR and Chairman of 
the University of Hong Kong 
Former Secretary for Education 
and Manpower, Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region 
(2002-2007) 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
27 June, 1945 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


freedom of speech and academic freedom at education 
institutions. 


Li should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights, academic freedom and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Li would send a 
clear message to the current Hong Kong government, 
including the Executive Council, the Education Bureau, 
and officials overseeing academic and research 
operations that they will be held accountable for their 
decisions and actions during and even after their 
tenure. World leadership would be shown in regards 
to academic freedom, human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Li resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Li or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a former Secretary for Education and strikes®*, and to require secondary schools to report 
Manpower and a current member of the Executive to the Bureau on the number of students who wear 
Council of the Hong Kong Government, engaged in masks to school®® (The mask is one of the symbols of 
violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the the current social movement). 


Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Violation of academic freedom in his capacity as 
Chairman of the governing board of HKU 


In 2015, a prominent pro-democracy law scholar, 
Johannes Chan, was recommended for appointment 
as the deputy head. At an HKU Council’s internal 
discussion in relation to the recommendation, Li 
disapproved Chan’s appointment. Many accused 

his decision of being politically-motivated. A poll 
conducted by the HKU Academic Staff Association 
showed that many of them (85 percent) had “no 
confidence” in Li. They were also worried about 

the encroachment of academic freedom under his 
influence in the governing board®®. The Chairman of 
the Association also described that Li has brought ina 
chilling effect since his tenure in the Council, with his 
heavy-handed style and pro-Beijing stance®°. 


When students boycotted class in September 2015 

in protest of Lis comments regarding Johannes Chan 
not being appointed, and his authority in the Council, 
he responded with “who cares?” and even compared 
students on strike with the Red Guards of the Cultural 
Revolution in China. The Cultural Revolution was a 
movement by the irrational “nationalists” indoctrinated 
by Mao in the 60s which led to mass attack on the 
intellectuals and members of higher social classes. 
He described the rightful protests in HKU as 

“Hong Kong’s Cultural Revolution”®*. Li has shown 
complete disregard for students’ and academics’ 
legitimate opinions and has made biased decisions 

in handling university matters. His mishandling in the 
aforementioned matters has undermined academic 
freedom in Hong Kong. 


Violation of academic freedom in his capacity as a 
member of the Executive Council and as a former 
Secretary for Education and Manpower 


Instead of holding himself responsible for the current 
political crisis, Lihas shifted the blame to teachers 
and said that they should “reflect on themselves if 
they have been good role models for students to 
follow”®?. This baseless claim has sparked criticism 
as despite being a former Secretary for Education, he 
is spreading unsubstantiated accusations against the 
education sector in Hong Kong°®°. 


Li has continuously exerted pressure on the Education 
Bureau which led to spreading of “white terror” 

in education institutions, constituting a threat to 
academic freedom and the right to freedom of opinion 
and expression. The Education Bureau has issued 
guidelines to prohibit teachers from engaging in 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Fanny Chiu-fun Law Fan is a current member of the 
Executive Council of the HKSAR. She was Director of 
Education from 1998 to 2000, Secretary for Education 
and Manpower from 2000 to 2006, Commissioner of 
the Independent Commission Against Corruption (ICAC) 
from Oct 2006 to June 2007, and Chairperson of the 
Hong Kong Science and Technology Parks Corporation 
(HKSTP), a public corporation set up by the HKSAR, 
from 2014 to 2018. 


Law’s 10-month tenure as the Commissioner of the ICAC 
was the shortest in history, marked by her resignation 
after the Hong Kong Institute of Education (HKIEd) 
accused her of undermining academic freedom while 
she was the Secretary for Education and Manpower. In 
2018, Law stepped down from her post as Chairperson 
of the Hong Kong Science Park (hereinafter HKSTP), 
after another controversial violation of academic 
freedom. As a current Executive Council member, 

Law has made misleading speeches and spread fake 
news, maligning young people involved in protests. As 
a current Executive Council member who is a senior 
advisor to the Chief Executive, Law should be held 
responsible for the Government’s proposal of the 
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Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Fanny Chiu-fun LAW FAN 


Country Position 
Hong Kong Member of the Executive Council 
of the HKSAR 


Former Director of Education 
(1998-2000) 

Former Secretary for Education 
and Manpower (2000-2006) 
Former Commissioner of the 
Independent Commission 
Against Corruption (2006-2007) 
Other Known Personal Identifiers 

Her two sons are U.S. citizens 


Date of Birth 
24 February, 
1953 


Extradition Bill and mishandling of the current political 
unrest triggered by the Anti-Extradition Bill protests 
since June 2019. 


Law should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights, academic freedom and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Law would send 
a clear message to the current Hong Kong government, 
including the Executive Council, the Education Bureau, 
and officials overseeing academic and research 
operations that they will be held accountable for their 
decisions and actions during and even after their 
tenure. World leadership would be shown in regards 

to academic freedom, human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Law and her husband reside in Hong Kong. Her two sons 
are U.S. citizens. It is unknown if Law or her immediate 
family members possess any foreign financial assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a former high-ranking official and a current 
member of the Executive Council in the Hong Kong 
Government, engaged in violation of rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Undermining academic freedom in her capacity as 
Secretary for Education and Manpower 


Law asked Paul Morris, the then-President of HKIEd, 
to curb criticism of the government’s education 
reforms by the institute’s academics. She further 
insisted that Morris should dismiss four academics 
after they publicly criticised the government’s 
education policies. 


Law phoned former lecturer Simon Ip Kin-yuen and 
the Director of the Institute's Center for Institutional 
Research and Development Cheng Yin-cheong, after 
they publicly criticized education policies. The HKIEd 
commission ruled that Law’s action had improperly 
interfered with the academic autonomy.°° 


Violation of academic freedom in her capacity as the 
Chairperson of the HKSTP 


Law interfered with the research operations of a 
globally acclaimed medical university Karolinska 
Institutet, which has a research branch at the HKSTP. 
She demanded to oversee its research progress and 
closely monitored its researchers’ work, at a very 
short notice before her trip to Stockholm to meet 

with the Institute’s dons. The vice-chancellor of 
Karolinska Institutet threatened to leave the park as its 
researchers’ academic autonomy had been severely 
undermined by Law’s actions. 


Law clearly undermined the academic freedom of one 
of the world’s top medical universities. She declined to 
comment on the matter and only admitted that it was 
“a duty to act in the corporation’s best interests”.°’ 


Support of the Extradition Bill in her capacity as senior 
advisor to Carrie Lam 


Law, as a member of the current Executive Council, 
failed to acknowledge the core demands of Hong 
Kong people regarding the Extradition Bill even after 
2 million people took to the streets demanding the 
withdrawal of the Bill in June 2019. After Carrie Lam 
issued a public apology, Law also formally apologized, 
citing that she “really thought at the time 99.9% of 
Hongkongers would not be affected by the Bill" and 
“underestimated the strength of feeling against the 
legislation”.°® 


Spreading fake news and maligning young people 
involved in protests 


As one of the current Executive Council members, Law 
claimed in a radio programme that she had received 
confirmation that underaged “comfort” girls offered 
free sex to frontline protesters. However, when a caller 
urged her to provide evidence for the allegation, Law 
doubled down and admitted that she had “‘direct’ 

but a ‘secondary source’ that one of the girls was a 
14-year-old daughter of a friend’s friend”. Even Carrie 
Lam, the Chief Executive, warned publicly that there 
could be fake news and Law’s allegation was her own 
personal view instead of the official position of the 
Hong Kong Government.®° Her insinuations to this 
effect demonstrate a fundamental insensitivity to the 
history of ‘comfort women’ in World War II; moreover, 
they are a targeted attack on the agency and wellbeing 
of young women in the movement. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Ronny Ka-wah Tong is a barrister and a current non- 
official member of the Executive Council, the highest 
decision-making body of the Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region. 


The Basic Law has defined that all bills proposed by the 
Government and important policy decisions are to be 
made in consultation with the Executive Council. Thus 
members of the Council are collectively responsible for 
the decisions made by the Hong Kong Government. 


Tong has switched his political stance from the pan- 
democrats to the pro-Beijing faction when he resigned 
and defected from the Civic Party of Hong Kong in 
2015, and has since been an outspoken figure for the 
Hong Kong Government. He is a strong supporter of 
the Extradition Bill and has been very vocal from early 
2019, which triggered the protests and demonstrations 
since 9 June 2019. Tong also strongly opposed the 
establishment of an Independent Commission of Inquiry 
to investigate alleged police misconduct. As a barrister 
himself, he failed to advise against the unconstitutional 
invocation of the Emergency Regulations Ordinance and 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Ronny Ka-wah TONG 


Position 
Non-official member of the 
Executive Council 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
28 August, 
1950 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
He has ason 


the subsequent enactment of the anti-mask law. The 
anti-mask law has since been declared unconstitutional 
by the Hong Kong High Court, and the Ordinance 
declared at least partially unconstitutional. 


Tong should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights, rule of law and to uphold the autonomy 
of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Tong would send a clear 
message to the Executive Council, including official and 
non-official members, and the pro-Beijing faction that 
they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown in regards 
to academic freedom, human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Tong resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Tong or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 Asa barrister and non-official member of the 
Executive Council, engaged in gross violation of 
internationally recognized human rights: 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance 


Tong is complicit in the invocation of the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to pass the anti-mask law. 

He publicly spoke on a radio program that if he had 

a choice, he would choose to invoke the colonial-era 
Emergency Regulations Ordinance introduced in 
1922 over imposing a curfew since he believed that 
“the emergency law is more specific and law-abiding 
ordinary citizens would not be as affected.”’° He even 
said that there are no problems with the legislation.’* 


As a barrister, Tong should have known clearly the 
adverse impacts of the invocation of the emergency 
law and the enactment of the anti-mask law on the 
rule of law and human rights. As such, being a non- 
official member of the Executive Council, Tong should 
have advised the Chief Executive on the potential 
impacts and should have opposed the invocation of 
the draconian law. 


The Ordinance has been declared at least 

partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by Hong Kong High Court. The ruling 
has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions of 
human rights, unlimited power given to police and lack 
of a differentiation mechanism for deciding when the 
law applies to the public’. 


2 Being a barrister and senior counsel, engaged in 


violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Violation of the right to universal suffrage 


Tong stated that Hong Kong has to gain the trust and 
confidence of Beijing and should not become “a base 
of subversion”, in order to be granted the freedom to 

political reform.’° 


As a barrister, Tong should have upheld the Basic Law 
and refrained from delivering wrong messages to the 
public that Hong Kong should first obey Beijing before 
they could be granted political reforms. These rights 
are guaranteed in the Basic Law but not granted by the 
Chinese government. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Kenneth Chen is the current Secretary General of the 
Secretariat of the Legislative Council of Hong Kong. 
During his tenure, he has failed to be politically neutral 
and acted in favour of the pro-Beijing faction. His acts 
in the Legislative Council have violated the rights, 
freedoms and rule of law guaranteed by the Sino-British 
Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR. 


Chen should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights, rule of law and to uphold the autonomy 
of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Chen would send a clear 
message to the Hong Kong government that they will 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Kenneth Wei-on CHEN 


Position 

Secretary General of the 
Secretariat of the Legislative 
Council of Hong Kong 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 


1965 He has two sons 


be held accountable for their actions. World leadership 
would be shown in regards to academic freedom, human 
rights and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Chen resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Chen or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Secretary General of the Secretariat 2 For being the Secretary General of the Secretariat 


of the Legislative Council of Hong Kong, engaged in 
violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Chen allowed Andrew Leung who had British 
citizenship to run for President of the Legislative 
Council despite the Basic Law’s requirement that the 
President be a Chinese citizen with no right of abode 
in any foreign country’*. The longest-serving legislator, 
Leung Yiu-chung, alleged that Chen had misled him 
when he was chairing the presidential election by 
saying that Leung Yiu-Chung did not possess the 
power as Chairman of the Legislative Council. This 
forced him to surrender the role of Chairman.’° 


Chen declared that the oaths of six elected pro- 
democracy lawmakers, Sixtus Leung, Yau Wai-ching, 
Edward Yiu, Leung Kwok-hung, Lau Siu-lai, and 
Nathan Law were invalid’® because the legislators 
inserted their own words into the official script.’” On 
the other hand, Kenneth Chen did not question the 
oath by a pro-Beijing lawmaker, Ting-kwong Wong, 
who missed the words “Hong Kong”.’® This selective 
enforcement indicates that Chen has abused the oath 
declaration mechanism to politically censor the pro- 
democracy activists in the Legislative Council. 


of the Legislative Council of Hong Kong, engaged 
in encroachment of autonomy guaranteed the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law: 


Undermining the autonomy of Hong Kong’s legislature 


The Extradition Bill faced filibusters from pro- 
democracy Legislative Council members in mid-May 
2019’°. The Hong Kong and Macao Affairs Office 

of the State Council (HKMAO) and Liaison Office 
expressed support for the bill on 17 May 2019°°. 


Subsequently, Chen exceeded his powers as a 
Secretary General of the Secretariat of the Legislative 
Council by circumventing the existing House Rules of 
the Legislative Council. Chen’s act aimed to assist a 
member of the pro-Beijing faction, Abraham Razack, 
to unseat the Democratic Party’s James To from 
presiding over the panel vetting the Bill. More than 
20,000 people signed an online petition calling on 
Chen to resign.** 


Chen vetted security guards of the Legislative Council 
based on their political stance, which constituted a 
breach of political neutrality required for the position 
of the Secretariat of the Legislative Council.®* 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Justice Barnabas Wah Fung is a Judge of the Court of 
First Instance at High Court, and the Chairman of the 
Electoral Affairs Commission (hereinafter EAC). From 
the New Territories East by-election in Feb 2016 to 

this date, Fung imposed measures that have violated 

the rights to be elected by politically censoring and 
disqualifying applicants. Following the precedents 

set by Fung, candidates’ and applicants’ freedom of 
expression, of elections and being elected are constantly 
being violated. 


Fung should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, and promote human rights and to uphold 
the autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Fung would 
send an alarm to all judges in the judiciary system of 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Barnabas Fung WAH 


Country Position 
Hong Kong Chairman of Electoral Affairs 
Commission 


Date of Birth 
1965 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Hong Kong. Since Hong Kong’s handover to China in 
1997, the EAC has long been an arm of the executive 
branch rather than the judiciary. The Chairman should 
oversee and facilitate fair elections, rather than pushing 
politically-neutral civil servants to infringe fundamental 
rights. World leadership would be shown regarding 
human rights and democracy. In the long run, the 
imposition of sanctions would best safeguard the safety 
of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your national 
security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Fung resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Fung or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Chairman of the Electoral Affairs 
Commission, engaged in violation of rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


During the election campaign of the 2016 East New 
Territories by-election, the EAC opined that Hong 
Kong Indigenous’ convenor Edward Leung’s campaign 
leaflets had violated the Basic Law, and refused 

to offer free postage®’. This was an act of political 
censorship. 


The “Confirmation Form” was introduced in the 2016 
Legislative Council Election, where candidates were 
required to sign and agree to uphold Articles 1, 12 and 
159(4) of the Basic Law. Fung later claimed the EAC’s 
request had a ‘legal basis’®°. Several nominations were 
ruled invalid in the 2016 Legislative Council Election 
and by-elections, held in 2016 and 2018 respectively. 


Five “localist” applicants, including Edward Leung 
and Andy Chan, were questioned by returning 
officers. These applicants advocated for Hong 
Kong independence and/or self-determination, and 
resuming British rule. Four out of five nominations 
were later ruled invalid by returning officers. 


In the Legislative Council by-elections for Hong Kong 
Island and East New Territories, held in Mar 2018, 
the applications of Agnes Chow, James Chan and 
Ventus Lau Wing-hong were all “invalidated” due to 
their advocacy of self-determination and Hong Kong 
independence. 


Eddie Chu, a lawmaker for New Territories West, ran 
for Yuen Long Village Representative in Nov 2018, and 
was disqualified due to his support of “democratic 
self-determination”. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Yu-yan Anne Teng was the Eastern District Officer of the 
Hong Kong Island, and has acted as Returning Officer 
for the Hong Kong Island Geographical Constituency 

in the 2016 Legislative Council Election and the 2018 
Legislative Council By-election. Teng is to be held 
accountable for disqualifying two candidates in the 
above two elections — Alice Yee-man Lai in 2016, and 
Agnes Chow in 2018. 


Teng should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Teng would 
send an alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Anne Yu-yan TENG 


Position 

Returning Officer for the Hong 
Kong Island Geographical 
Constituency in 2016 Legislative 
Council Election and 2018 
Legislative Council By-election 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


government. Civil servants are required to be politically 
neutral and should not carry out any form of delegated 
political agendas. World leadership would be shown 

in regards to academic freedom, human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Teng resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Teng or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Returning Officer for the Hong Kong 
Island Geographical Constituency in the 2016 
Legislative Council Election and the 2018 Legislative 
Council By-election, engaged in violation of rights 
and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Alice Lai, convenor of Hong Kong Conservative 

Party, submitted an application to run as an election 
candidate which was subsequently challenged by 
Teng®°. Lai advocated for the British Government to 
repudiate the Sino-British Joint Declaration, which 
became the basis of her disqualification as an election 
candidate by Teng®’. 


Agnes Chow, member of Demosisto, submitted an 
application to run as an election candidate which 
was subsequently challenged by Teng. Prior to 

her disqualification, Chow was denied the right to 
hearing and was disqualified due to her advocacy 
of self-determination®®. The HKSAR government 
later proclaimed in a press release that “If a person 
advocates or promotes self-determination or 
independence by any means, he or she cannot 
possibly uphold the Basic Law or fulfil his or her duties 
as a legislator.”°° In 2019, a court overturned the 
decision to bar Chow from running in an election. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Ying-ki Alan Lo was the Kwai Tsing District Officer of 
New Territories West in 2016, and acted as Returning 
Officer for the New Territories West Constituency in 

the 2016 Legislative Council Election. Lo is to be held 
accountable for disqualifying two candidates in the 2016 
election — Nakade Hitsujiko and Andy Chan. 


Lo should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Lo would send an 
alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong government. 
Civil servants are required to be politically neutral and 
should not carry out any form of delegated political 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Alan Ying-ki LO 


Position 

Returning Officer for West New 
Territories Constituency in 2016 
Legislative Council Election 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


agendas. World leadership would be shown in regards 
to academic freedom, human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Lo resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Lo or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Returning Officer for the New 


Territories West Constituency in the 2016 Legislative 
Council Election, engaged in violation of rights 

and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Nakade, who advocated the city-state theory, 
submitted an application to run as an election 
candidate which was subsequently challenged by 
Lo°°. Lo ruled that Nakede advocates Hong Kong 
independence and disqualified him on such basis. 


Andy Chan Ho-tin, convenor of the Hong Kong 
National Party, submitted an application to run 

as an election candidate which was subsequently 
challenged by Lo ina similar fashion®*. Chan and his 
party’s social media posts, political platforms and 
press conferences were used as evidence against 
himself. Lo subsequently ruled that Andy Chan 
advocates Hong Kong independence and disqualified 
him on such basis. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Enoch Yuen was the District Officer of Yuen Long 

District of New Territories West, and acted as Returning 
Officer for Yuen Long in the 2018 Village Representative 
Election and the 2019 District Council Election. Yuen is 
to be held accountable for disqualifying one candidate 

in the 2018 Village Representative Election — Eddie 

Chu (New Territories West). Yuen is currently involved 

in two challenges against former student leader Tommy 
Cheung Sau-yin°? and Mo Kai Hong’? in the 2019 District 
Council Election. 


Yuen should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Yuen would 
send an alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Enoch YUEN 


Position 

Returning Officer for Yuen Long 
in 2018 Village Representative 
Election and 2019 District 
Council Election 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


government. Civil servants are required to be politically 
neutral and should not carry out any form of delegated 
political agendas. World leadership would be shown 

in regards to academic freedom, human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Yuen resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Yuen or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Returning Officer for Yuen Long in 
the 2018 Village Representative Election and 2019 
District Council Election, engaged in violation of 
rights and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British 
Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Lawmaker Eddie Chu’s application to run as an 
election candidate was challenged by Yuen. Chu’s 
previous social media posts, speeches and political 
platforms were used as evidence against him. 
Subsequently, Yuen disqualified Chu on the basis 
that Chu failed the criteria on “whether Hong Kong 
independence is an option for self-determination®*”. 
Despite never actually advocating for Hong Kong 
independence, Chu was politically censored and 
disqualified®°. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Cora Ho was the Sha Tin District Officer of New 
Territories East in 2016, and acted as Returning 
Officer for the New Territories East Constituency in 
the 2016 Legislative Council Election. Ho is to be held 
accountable for disqualifying two candidates in this 
election — James Chan and Edward Leung. The latter 
gained significant popularity after the New Territories 
East By-election in 2016. 


Ho should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Ho would send an 
alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong government. 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Cora Lai-sheung HO 


Position 

Returning Officer for East New 
Territories Constituency in 2016 
Legislative Council Election 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Civil servants are required to be politically neutral and 
should not carry out any form of delegated political 
agendas. World leadership would be shown in regards 
to academic freedom, human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Ho resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Ho or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Returning Officer for the New 
Territories East Constituency in 2016 Legislative 
Council Election, engaged in violation of rights 
and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


James Chan’s application to run as an election 
candidate was challenged by Ho. She ruled that 
despite Chan signing the Confirmation Form to clarify 
his political stance, he is an advocate for Hong Kong 
independence’®, and was disqualified as such. 


Edward Leung, convenor of Hong Kong Indigenous, 
submitted an application to run as an election 
candidate, which was subsequently similarly 
challenged by Ho. Despite the facts that Leung 
deleted his old Facebook account and replaced it 
with a new one, and signed the Confirmation Form 
which clarified his political stance®’, Ho disqualified 
Leung. The disqualification was based on Leung’s 
insufficient proof to rebut his previous pro-Hong 
Kong independence statements, potential “hearsay 
statements” from his previous social media posts, 
as well as his change of political stance from pro- 
independence to the upholding of the Basic Law°®. 
The reasons are wholly arbitrary, and Ho was clearly 
conducting political censorship to bar pro-democracy 
activists from running for office. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Yuen-man Amy Chan was a Sha Tin District Officer of 
New Territories East, acting as Returning Officer for 
the 2018 Legislative Council By-election and the 2019 
District Council Election for Sha Tin District. Chan is to 
be held accountable for disqualifying Ventus Lau Wing- 
hong in the 2018 Legislative Council By-election. Chan 
is currently involved in a challenge against defending 
Sha Tin District Councillor Billy Chan’? in 2019 District 
Council Election. 


Chan should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Chan would 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Amy Yuen-man CHAN 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Returning Officer for East New 
Territories Constituency in 2018 
Legislative Council by-Election 
and 2019 District Council 
Election (Sha Tin District) 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


send an alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong 
government. Civil servants are required to be politically 
neutral and should not carry out any form of delegated 
political agendas. World leadership would be shown 

in regards to academic freedom, human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Chan resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Chan or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the Returning Officer for the 2018 


Legislative Council By-election and the 2019 District 
Council Election for Sha Tin District, engaged in 
violation of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the 
Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Ventus Lau’s application to run as an election 
candidate was challenged by Chan. Prior to his 
disqualification, Lau was denied the right to hearing 
and was disqualified due to his alleged advocacy of 
Hong Kong independence. Lau’s social media posts in 
2016 expressing his pro-independence thoughts and 
hearsay assumptions were used as evidence against 
Lau*°°. 


Sha Tin District Councillor James Chan submitted 

his second Legislative Council nomination since his 
disqualification in Aug 2016. James Chan has claimed 
to not support pro-independence ideologies since 
Nov 2015. Nevertheless, Chan has disqualified James 
Chan by claiming that “the past conduct of Mr Chan 
over a sustained period of time... casts a serious 
doubt upon his more recent professed intention.‘°"” . 
Chan has disqualified James Chan due to unfounded 
doubt on his “true intent” to uphold the Basic Law and 
allegiance towards the Central Government. Again, 
this acts to politically censor pro-democracy activists 
from running for offices, and is wholly arbitrary. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Laura Liang Aron, who replaced Dorothy Pui-fun Ma 
Chan (who is taking indefinite sick leave) acting as the 
Returning Officer, banned Joshua Wong from running 
for the District Council Election on 24 Nov 2019, making 
Wong the only pro-democrat being disqualified among 
the 1,104 candidates in the election. 


Aron gave a six-page ruling*°? noting that Wong dropped 
his advocacy of the option of independence as "a 
compromise, instead of a genuine intention" as Wong 
referred to President Xi Jinping's remarks on separatism 
as astern threat", a reason for him and Demosist6 to 
give up the advocacy of independence. She claimed 
that “it is questionable whether Mr. Wong accepts the 
People's Republic of China's sovereignty over (Hong 
Kong) and whether he holds the view that independence 
and referendum would be options for Hong Kong.” The 
Government further added that “if a person advocates 
or promotes self-determination or independence by any 
means, he or she cannot possibly uphold the Basic Law 
or fulfill his or her duties as a (District Council) member”. 


It is obvious that the ban on Wong’s application is 
arbitrary. As a matter of fact, other candidates have 

a similar political stance and their explanations were 
accepted by the Officers'°°. Therefore, it is very likely 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Laura Liang ARON 


Position 

Returning Officer for Southern 
District Council in 2019 District 
Council Election 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
Unknown 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


that the Hong Kong government was targeting Wong 
personally due to his position as a figurehead in the pro- 
democracy movement since 2012. 


Aron should be sanctioned to protest against political 
censorship, to promote human rights and uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Aron would 

send an alarm to all civil servants in the Hong Kong 
government. Civil servants are required to be politically 
neutral and should not carry out any form of delegated 
political agendas. World leadership would be shown 

in regards to academic freedom, human rights and 
democracy. In the long run, the imposition of sanctions 
would best safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong 
Kong, as well as your national security and financial 
interests in Hong Kong. 


Aron resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Aron or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 As the Returning Officer for the 2019 District Council 
Election for Southern District, engaged in violation 
of rights and freedoms guaranteed by the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Joshua Wong’s application to run as an election 
candidate was challenged by Aron. Despite the fact 
that Wong had signed the Confirmation Form to clarify 
his political stance*°*, Aron invented the logic that he 
as a member of Demosisté is an advocate for Hong 
Kong independence and promotes self-determination. 
Wong was disqualified as such. 


It is evident that the Central Government has exerted 
pressure on the Hong Kong Government to invalidate 
Joshua’s application for candidacy purely because of 
his political stance and his activism in the international 
arena advocating for democracy. This incident has 
again led to international criticism amongst lawyers, 
pro-democracy politicians and even former Hong 
Kong and British officials who believe basic human 
rights and freedom of expression have been abused. 
Elections are a central feature of democracy. The 
electorate must be allowed to express their will fairly, 
and have an equal right to contest for the elections 
and campaign for voters’ support. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 
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Ming Pao, dated 14 Oct 2019 

Hong Kong Free Press, dated 27 Nov 2018 
Hong Kong Free Press, dated 2 Dec 2018 
HKO1, dated 2 Aug 2016 

InMediaHK, dated 29 July 2016 

Hong Kong Free Press, dated 2 Aug 2016 
Stand News, dated 14 Oct 2019 

Stand News, dated 31 Jan 2018 
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103 Hong Kong Free Press, dated 1 Feb 2018 

104 The New York Times, dated 29 Oct 2019 
South China Morning Post, dated 29 Oct 2019 
South China Morning Post, dated 24 Oct 2019 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


TIER 3 


STATE AND PRIVATE ACTORS 
WHO AID AND ABET HUMAN 
RIGHTS VIOLATIONS 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Jacob Chak-pui KAM 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Chief Executive Officer, MTR 
Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown Unknown 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Rex Pak-kuen AU-YEUNG 


Country Position 


Hong Kong Chairman of the Lingnan 
University Council 
Chairman of the MTR 
Corporation 


Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown Unknown 
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Summary of Impact 


Jacob Kam is the current CEO of the MTR Corporation 
(hereinafter MTRC). Rex Au-Yeung is the current 
Chairman of the MTR Corporation (hereinafter 
MTRC). Since they are both the most senior figures 

in the MTRC management, they should bear the 
responsibility for the misconduct of the MTRC. 


In the recent movements triggered by the opposition 
to the Extradition Bill since June 2019, followed by 
criticisms made by Chinese state media regarding 
MTRC’s performance, Kam and Au-Yeung have taken 
a sharp turn in their management of the MTRC. 

The MTRC has changed its operation policies since 
then, when they started to collude with the Hong 
Kong Police Force (hereinafter HKPF) in their violent 
crackdown and brutality towards protesters. Also, 
they have been complicit in imposing a de-facto 
curfew with the Hong Kong Government and the 
HKPF, a measure that violates personal freedoms. 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the senior figures in the MTRC 
management, engaged in gross violation of 
internationally recognized human rights 


Mishandling during the Yuen Long Triad Attack: 


On 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members entered Yuen Long metro station to 
indiscriminately assault commuters and journalists. 
Although the operation staff could monitor the attack 
by triad members on commuters through CCTV, they 
demanded commuters to alight from the train. This 
severely jeopardized the safety of all passengers, 
which led to at least 45 injuries.? 


Since then, the MTRC has shut down Yuen Long metro 
station on the 21st day of each month. 


Condoned the HKPF’s use of excessive force in its 
stations 


The MTRC has allowed or even invited the police 

to besiege stations, compromising its passengers’ 
safety. On 11 Aug, the police stormed the Tai Koo MTR 
station and shot projectiles at protesters at point- 
blank range, which almost led to a stampede on the 
escalator.* On the same day, the police fired multiple 
tear gas canisters inside the enclosed space of Kwai 
Fong MTR station.® Fearing for their own safety, the 
MTRC’s employees signed a petition requesting the 
MTRC to condemn the HKPF’s use of excessive force®. 
Nevertheless, the MTRC has condoned the HKPF’s 
use of excessive force and refused to voice out to 
safeguard its staff or commuters. 


Kam and Au-Yeung should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Kam and Au- 
Yeung would send a clear message to the entire Hong 
Kong government, the HKPF and the private sector, that 
they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown in regards 
to human rights and democracy. In the long run, the 
imposition of sanctions would best safeguard the safety 
of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your national 
security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Kam and Au-Yeung reside in Hong Kong. It is unknown 
if Kam, Au-Yeung, or their immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 


Complicit in police crackdown’ 


CCTV signals in MTR stations and carriages are 
transmitted to the police headquarters’ command 
control center, and the police have access to all 
CCTVs in MTR stations. It allows the police to monitor 
citizens in real time. Hence, the MTRC is the biggest 
accomplice of the police and should bear the same 
responsibility as the police. Without the aid of the 
MTRC, the police would not be able to crack down on 
protesters as effectively. 


MTRC has aided in police operation by closing down 
stations and deploying special trains for them®. MTR 
stations have been shut down to provide resting 
space for the police. It also arranges special trains 

to transport armed police teams. The railway system 
can send a large number of police to any part of the 
city efficiently and the police can thus crack down on 
protests easily. 


MTRC has suspended its service, which is the main 
means of transportation in Hong Kong, to cooperate 
with the police in suppressing the freedoms of 
citizens. 


For example, on 24 Aug 2019 when a protest was 
held’, MTRC announced closing stations in the vicinity 
of the protest. On 1 Sep 2019 when there was a 
protest in the Airport, it suspended its Airport Express 
service!®°. On 8 Sep 2019 when a mass march to the 
US Consulate-General in Hong Kong Island was held, 
it closed down stations on the entire Hong Kong 
Island line++. 
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MTRC sought to aid the police in covering up its 
controversial operation in the Prince Edward MTR 
Station on 31 Aug 2019. On that day, the police 
attacked commuters on the platforms and train 
compartments indiscriminately and ordered all 
journalists and first aiders to leave the station, 

whilst ambulance staff were denied entry into the 
station for an hour. Despite the wide speculation 

that some victims died as a result of questionable 
police handling, the MTRC has declined to disclose 
the CCTV footage as an attempt to cover up for the 
police. MTRC later released several screenshots of 
the CCTV to the public?2, whilst handing over the 
complete CCTV footage to the police. It indicated that 
it did not wish to intervene in police investigation and 
maintained that it would not disclose the complete 
footage to the public?. 


2 For being the senior figures in the MTRC 
management, engaged in violation of rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of the freedom of expression and of 
assembly 


On different occasions, MTRC shut down its stations 
where protests would be held. Instances include 

but are not limited to Kwun Tong station on 24 Aug 
201974, Airport Express on 1 Sep 2019", and several 
stations on the Island Line on 8 Sep 2019'®. In Hong 
Kong, the MTR serves as the major transportation 
and a tool for crowd control during protests. By 
suspending railway services, the MTRC has colluded 
with the Hong Kong Government and the HKPF in 
the violation of the freedom of expression and of 
assembly. 


Complicit in imposing a de facto curfew?” 


The MTRC has been closing its stations early at or 
before 10 pm, since Carrie Lam, the Chief Executive, 
introduced the anti-mask law on 5 Oct 2019. This has 
effectively cut off the main mode of transportation 
for millions of citizens. Such measure is an attempt to 
collude with the Government in imposing a de facto 
curfew, a measure that violates personal freedoms. 


Incitement of racial discrimination 


Since commuters have been skipping fares to protest 
the MTRC’s handling, the MTRC planned to set up 

a special task force to guard against citizens inside 
stations. The special task force would be formed by 
non-Chinese who ‘do not understand Cantonese’, 
which involves local ethnic minorities.1® Being fully 
aware of the tension between commuters and MTRC 
frontline staff on issues such as fare-skipping, the 
MTRC sought to use ethnic minorities-—who already 
experience racial discrimination--as a scapegoat for 
its own incompetence. 
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3 For being the senior figures in the MTRC 


management, engaged in encroachment of autonomy 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration and 
the Basic Law: 


Executing Orders from the Mainland government?? 2° 


The HKSAR Government owns around 75% equity 

of MTRC?!. After The People’s Daily criticized that 

the MTRC assisted protesters to leave,22 MTRC 
released a press statement that it would suspend 
services if there is any act of violence or vandalism.2% 
It also obtained an interim injunction “to restrain 

from interfering with the proper use of the railway”.24 
Further, this has marked the sharp turn in Kam and Au- 
yeung’s management of the MTRC, and in the MTRC’s 
operations direction. 
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Summary of Impact 


Arthur Kang-chuen Shek is the co-founder and the 
former Vice President of Hong Kong Economic Times 
(hereinafter HKET). 


Shek is a prominent supporter of the Government and 
has a track record of speaking against internationally- 
recognised human rights. He facilitated the spread 

of “white terror” targeting protesters by participating 
in the pro-police rallies and inciting violence against 
the protesters, claiming this was done to “educate the 
children”. Shek resigned from his position as the Chief 
Editor of the Hong Kong Economic Times after the Yuen 
Long Triad Attack on 21 July 2019, a day after his hate 
speech in the pro-police rally. He was last spotted in 
Canada after his resignation. 


Shek should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment 

to human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Sanctioning Shek would send a clear message 

to the entire pro-Beijing faction that they will be held 
accountable for their decisions and actions. World 
leadership would be shown in regards to human rights 
and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Shek resided in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Shek or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Arthur Kang-chuen SHEK 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Founder of Hong Kong Economic 
Times 
Former Vice President of Hong 
Kong Economic Times 

Date of Birth Other Known Personal Identifiers 

22 May, 1948 Unknown 


Summary of Evidence 


1 Asa former executive director of a news media 
company, Shek engaged in gross violation of 
internationally recognized human rights: 


Hate speech and inciting violence with links to the 
Yuen Long Triad Attack 


During the pro-police rally on 20 July 2019, Arthur 
Shek applauded criminal thugs’ acts of intimidation 
against protesters. He further incited violence against 
protesters by calling for people to beat them with 
bamboo sticks and pipes?°. As such, he justified 

such violent acts as necessary for “educating the 
children”2®, and claimed that these acts are legal. 


A day after Shek incited violence against protesters, 
on 21 July 2019, a large group of pro-Beijing triad 
members indiscriminately assaulted commuters and 
journalists in Yuen Long?’. They brutally assaulted 
train passengers, including journalists and a pregnant 
woman, beating them with bamboo sticks and pipes-- 
the very weapons that Shek had recommended people 
use to beat up protesters at the pro-police rally the 
day before. 
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Summary of Impact 


Maria Wai-chu Tam is a senior Hong Kong politician 
and lawyer. She is a member of the Committee for the 
Basic Law of the National People's Congress Standing 
Committee (hereinafter NPCSC) since 1997 and the 
Chairperson of the Operations Review Committee 

of the Independent Commission Against Corruption 
(hereinafter ICAC) since 2015. 


Since the handover of Hong Kong sovereignty in 
1997, she has become one of the most recognisable 
spokespersons and the "most loyal mouthpiece" for 
the Beijing authorities on constitutional matters. She 
has always firmly stood for and defended Beijing's 
controversial decisions in suppressing the rights and 
freedoms of Hong Kong people. 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a member of the NPCSC and a pro-Beijing 
lawyer, engaged in violation of human rights and 
freedoms guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of speech, of the press and of 
assembly 


Tam has been a prominent advocate for the 
controversial “Article 23”, a national security law 
which would undermine the rights and freedoms 
under both the Joint Declaration and internationally- 
recognised human rights. On 1 July 2003, there was a 
large-scale demonstration against the introduction of 
Article 23 with a half-million turnout2®. Despite wide 
concerns from the public and the legal sector, Maria 
Tam still supported the law. She further claimed that 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Maria Wai-chu TAM 


Country Position 

Hong Kong Barrister, Deputy Director of 
the Committee for the Basic 
Law of the Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region 


Date of Birth 
2 November, 
1945 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Tam should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment 

to human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Sanctioning Tam would send a clear message 

to the entire pro-Beijing faction that they will be held 
accountable for their decisions and actions. World 
leadership would be shown in regards to human rights 
and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Tam resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Tam or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 


people who do not support the law are not qualified to 
be Chinese citizens?9. 


Tam has also been a prominent advocate for the 
recent Extradition Bill, which allows persons in 

Hong Kong, including expats, to be tried in China, 
known for its opaque legal system. In defence of the 
Chinese legal system, Tam urged the people of Hong 
Kong not to be concerned about the Bill because the 
Chinese legal system is trustworthy as it consists 

of “judiciary under the sun”2°. She also threatened 
that if the people of Hong Kong acted against the 
Chinese government, the “One Country, Two Systems’ 
principle would be revoked after 204721, 
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In regards to the recent movement triggered by the 
opposition to the Extradition Bill, Tam also made 
several threats to the people of Hong Kong. She 
suggested that the Chinese Government had the right 
to intervene, which would bring Hong Kong back 

to order and put the “One Country, Two Systems” 
framework back on track. She further threatened that 
the People’s Liberation Army in Hong Kong would stop 
“chaos” if required?2. 


The Hong Kong Foreign Correspondents Club 
(hereinafter FCC) invited Andy Chan Ho-tin, a 

speaker who advocated Hong Kong independence, 
to a lunchtime speaking event. The FCC later came 
under intense pressure, and the luncheon was 
subsequently cancelled.% Before the luncheon, the 
Beijing’s Office of the Commissioner of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs said it “resolutely opposes any external 
forces providing a platform for the independence 
forces to spread their absurd ideas”. Tam denied 
Beijing’s intervention in the FCC speech matter, but 
she then said that ‘there is zero tolerance for Hong 
Kong independence’*. Tam has attempted to defend 
Chinese interference and its suppression of freedom 
of expression in Hong Kong. 


Tam supported the anti-mask law and reiterated the 
Chinese Government’s support for the law. When 
asked about the injustice that the law would do to 
ethnic minorities who cover their faces due to religious 
reasons, Tam claimed it is better for such individuals 
to not cover their faces to “save the trouble”.3® 


Tam alleged that the young people are deeply 
influenced by the notorious forum LIHKG. She further 
suggested the Government to build an internet 
firewall, like the one in Mainland China, to censor 
messages on the internet, thus enhancing “social 
security”26, 
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Summary of Impact 


Priscilla Mei Fun Leung is a prominent pro-China 
Legislative Councilor. She has been a member of the 
Basic Law Committee since June 2018. 


Leung is a controversial political figure in Hong Kong 
who has a track record of speaking and acting against 
internationally-recognized human rights. She is a strong 
advocate of political censorship for elections. She also 
supports various draconian laws which undermine the 
rights, freedoms, rule of law and autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Abusing her position as a Legislative Councilor, 
she has exerted pressure on schools to spread “white 
terror” amongst children. 


Leung should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment 
to human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 
Kong. Sanctioning Leung would send a clear message to 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being a member of the Legislative Council, 
engaged in violation of rights and freedoms 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the 
Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of expression, of elections and 
being elected 


Leung supports the decision of the returning 
officer who was in charge of the election of village 
representatives to bar a pro-democracy candidate, 
and now-lawmaker Eddie Chu Hoi-dick, from 
running for office. The reason was his advocacy for 
“self-determination for Hong Kong”, regarded as 

a “violation of the Basic Law”. Leung argued that 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Priscilla Mei-fun LEUNG 


Position 

Barrister, 

Hong Kong Legislative Council 
member for Kowloon West 
constituency 

Committee for the Basic Law 
of the Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 

Her husband is called Mr. Wang 
Guiguo, and her two sons study 
in UK and US 


Date of Birth 
18 November 
1960 


the pro-Beijing faction that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Leung resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Leung or 
her immediate family members possess any foreign 
financial assets. 


“self-determination” has an equivalent meaning of 
“independence”, which is not an option for institutional 
reform under China’s sovereignty.?” 


In May 2017, Leung, Junius Ho and Horace Cheung 
proposed to amend the Public Order Ordinance to 
prohibit insults towards officers from five government 
branches: the Police Force, the Customs and Excise 
Department, the Correctional Services Department, 
the Immigration Department, and the Independent 
Commission Against Corruption. It would stipulate a 
year’s imprisonment at maximum.?8 39 This proposed 
Bill would limit the freedom of expression and freedom 
of protest, where one could be charged for chanting 
words and slogans of nuisance. The Bill would give 
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police officers even more mass power to conduct 
arbitrary mass arrests to crack down on dissidents. 


The Hong Kong Foreign Correspondents Club 
(hereinafter FCC) cancelled a luncheon followed by 
intense pressure on its invitation of Andy Chan Ho-tin, 
a speaker who advocates Hong Kong Independence. 
Leung claimed that the FCC was provocative to allow 
illegal speech openly. Notwithstanding, when being 
asked which ordinance the FCC had abused, she 

did not respond directly. Even more, she urged the 
Department of Justice to consider indicting the FCC. 
She also threatened that no institution or organization 
should ever invite Chan to give a speech on 
independence.*° This incident has created a chilling 
effect on all public organizations. 


Suppression of academic freedom 


In early Sep 2019, Leung and Junius Ho initiated an 
“anti-class boycott” campaign. Junius Ho sent letters 
to the schools and demanded that they stop the 
students from conducting class boycotts. Leung and 
Ho later formed a school inspection group to inspect 
whether Anti-Extradition Bill posters or promotional 
materials were put up in schools and whether there 
were any students dressed in black or chanting 
slogans. 


Leung suggested that schools should be liable for their 
students’ behaviour, as she claimed that secondary 
students under 18 do not have the autonomy to 
boycott classes. “If the school and their teachers fail to 
take any action, they might be criminally liable,’ Leung 
said.4+ 

”*White terror” and heavy pressure on students and 
school management have suppressed academic 
freedom and the freedom of expression.*2 


2 For being a member of the Legislative Council, 
engaged in encroachment of autonomy guaranteed 
by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, and the Basic 
Law: 


Passage of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 
Express Rail Link (Co-location) Bill 


The Co-location arrangement would give Chinese 
mainland officers full jurisdiction over part of the 
West Kowloon Terminal and permit mainland China 
authorities to enforce Chinese laws in the Terminal 
located at the heart of Hong Kong*?. Nevertheless, 
the National People’s Congress Standing Committee 
contended that the arrangement is constitutional and 
thus complies with the Basic Law. As a member of the 
Basic Law Committee, Leung strongly supported the 
decision by the Standing Committee.*4 
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Summary of Impact 


Rita Fan is a pro-Beijing politician who has been working 
closely with the Communist Party of China (hereinafter 
CCP) since colonial times. She was the President of the 
Provisional Legislative Council set up by the Chinese 
Government during the transfer of sovereignty of Hong 
Kong from 1997 to 1998, and was a member of the 
Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress 
(hereinafter NPCSC) from 2008 to 2018. As a Beijing 
loyalist, Fan has shown her immense support for the 
Extradition Bill despite huge opposition from the public. 
She also defended the NPCSC’s decision to impose 

a political censorship mechanism in the election of 

the Chief Executive, which triggered the Umbrella 
Movement in 201445, 


She is the counsellor of the pro-Beijing think tank “Our 
Hong Kong Foundation”, founded by another perpetrator 
Chee-hwa Tung, to influence Hong Kong government 
policies. She is also the Chairperson of the Management 
Committee of the Endeavour Education Centre Limited, 
an organization promoting Chinese culture and history. 
The Education Centre mainly targets young people in 
Hong Kong?®. 


Fan should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment to 
human rights and to uphold the autonomy of Hong 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Rita Lai-tai FAN HSU 


Position 

Former member of the Standing 
Committee of the National 
People’s Congress 

Former President of the 
Provisional Legislative Council 
Counsellor for Our Hong Kong 
Foundation 

Chairperson of the Management 
Committee of the Endeavour 
Education Centre Limited 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
20 September 
1945 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


Kong. Sanctioning Fan would send a clear message to 
the pro-Beijing faction that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


Fan resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Fan or her 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 As the former President of the Legislative Council 
and former member of the NPCSC, engaged in gross 
violation of rights and freedoms and guaranteed by 
the Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic Law 


Support of the Extradition Bill and the Anti-Mask law 


Fan has exerted her political influence to support the 
Extradition Bill, despite multiple concerns raised by 
different sectors in Hong Kong and the international 
society. She insisted that the Hong Kong Government 
should not listen to the public*”. She also denied 

all the potential threats that the Bill would bring to 
Hong Kong and accused the pro-democracy parties 
of “making up the speculations”*8. The Extradition 
Bill has triggered months-long protests in Hong 
Kong. Instead of acknowledging her mistake, she put 
all the blame to the United States and “pro-Taiwan 
independence” forces and claimed that the movement 
is “one of the U.S. tactics to unsettle China” in their 
trade dispute*?. Further, she also smeared opponents 
of the Extradition Bill and claimed that the protestors 
are people “destroying” the “One Country, Two 
Systems” principle and public order in Hong Kong®°. 


Fan called for the enactment of the anti-mask law to 
crack down on the protests®!. This ban has severely 
undermined freedom of assembly and expression of 
the Hong Kong people. 


Violation of right to universal suffrage 


According to the Standing Committee of the National 
People Congress’s decision on 31 Aug 2014, potential 
Chief Executive candidates have to be endorsed by 
at least 150 members of a 1,200-member election 
committee composed of pro-Beijing representatives 
from different sectors. The framework violates Basic 
Law Article 45 which guarantees the right to selection 
of Chief Executive by universal suffrage. Not only 

did Fan defend the decision, as a NPCSC member in 
2014, Fan was highly involved in the decision making 
process®2, 
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Summary of Impact 


Alan Hoo is a leading pro-Beijing lawyer. As a delegate 
in the Mainland's top advisory body and as Chairman 
of the Basic Law Institute, Hoo has been active in the 
formulation and implementation of laws and policies 
for the pro-Beijing faction. These laws and policies 
contravene the Basic Law, the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (hereinafter ICCPR). 


Hoo should be sanctioned to reaffirm commitment 

to human rights, the rule of law and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning Hoo would send a 
clear message to the entire pro-Beijing faction that they 
will be held accountable for their decisions and actions. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to human 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the pro-Beijing leader in the legal sector 
specialising in the Hong Kong-China relationship, 
engaged in violation of human rights and freedoms 
guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the 
Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Violation of freedom of speech, of the press and of 
assembly 


Hoo has been a prominent advocate for the 
controversial “Article 23”, a national security law 
which would undermine the rights and freedoms 
guaranteed under both the Joint Declaration and 
internationally-recognised human rights. In 2014, 

he threatened that if Hong Kong did not enact the 
national security law, the Chinese People’s Liberation 
Army might enter Hong Kong to deal with emergency 
situations, namely the Occupy Central movement.®? 
54 |n 2019, Hoo again urged the administration to 
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Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Alan Hong-ching HOO 


Position 

Member of Chinese People’s 
Political Consultative 
Conference (CPPCC) 

Chairman of Basic Law Institute 
Vice-chairman of the Liberal 
Party 

Member of Election Committee 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Date of Birth 
5 October. 
1951 


Other Known Personal Identifiers 
Unknown 


rights and democracy. In the long run, the imposition of 
sanctions would best safeguard the safety of expatriates 
in Hong Kong, as well as your national security and 
financial interests in Hong Kong. 


Hoo resides in Hong Kong. It is unknown if Hoo or his 
immediate family members possess any foreign financial 
assets. 


recommence the enactment of the national security 
law despite wide public concerns®>. 


Denying the validity of the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, which is a binding international treaty 
registered at the United Nations 


In 2014, the Chinese Government claimed that 

the declaration is “now void and covered only the 
period from its signing in 1984 until the handover in 
1997.56 As a legal expert, Hoo used the narrative by 
Beijing, and claimed that “the Joint Declaration was 
only effective until 30 June 1997, the day before the 
handover.’57 58 
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Suppression of freedom of expression and the right 
to political participation through fair and transparent 
elections 


In Apr 2016, Hoo called on the Hong Kong 
Government to immediately arrest members of newly- 
formed political parties, Demosisto and Hong Kong 
National Party (HKNP), on the basis of committing 
treason and sedition due to their stance on Hong Kong 
independence®? ©°. Despite the absence of the national 
security law, many activists, including Joshua Wong, 
Agnes Chow, and Ho Tin Chan, were subsequently 
arrested and indicted for other offences. Localist 
leader Edward Leung has been sentenced to 6 years 
imprisonment for rioting. 


The Hong Kong Government has relied on the 
interpretation by the Standing Committee of the 
National People’s Congress of the PRC to disqualify 
pro-democracy activists. Despite this being seen as an 
attempt of political vetting, Hoo published an article to 
defend the legitimacy of the interpretation®. 


Violation of rights to universal suffrage 


According to the Standing Committee of the National 
People Congress’s decision on 31 Aug 2014, Chief 
Executive candidates have to be endorsed by at least 
150 members of a 1,200-member election committee 
composed of pro-Beijing representatives of different 
sectors. The framework violates the Basic Law Article 
45 which guarantees the right to selection of Chief 
Executive by universal suffrage. Defending Beijing’s 
position, Hoo claimed that Article 45 of the Basic Law 
does not include nomination rights®. 


3 For being the pro-Beijing leader in the legal sector 


specialising in Hong Kong-China relationship, 
engaged in encroachment of the high autonomy and 
the rule of law guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration and the Basic Law 


Passage of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 
Express Rail Link (Co-location) Bill 


The Co-location arrangement gives Chinese mainland 
officers full jurisdiction over part of the West Kowloon 
Terminal and permit mainland China authorities to 
enforce Chinese laws in the Terminal located at the 
heart of Hong Kong®?. 


To justify the arrangement, Hoo frivolously claimed 
that all underground spaces in Hong Kong belong 

to China®™, a blatant disregard of “high degree of 
autonomy” guaranteed to Hong Kong under the “One 
Country, Two Systems” principle. 


Some Hong Kong citizens and expats, including Simon 
Cheng, a staff member of the British Consulate, have 
been arrested by the Chinese enforcement agency in 
the West Kowloon Station and subject to the Mainland 
penal system, which is notorious for rampant human 
rights abuses.® In one case, Simon Cheng was 
arrested by the Chinese law enforcement agency in 
the West Kowloon Terminal who did not inform his 
family members of his whereabouts and deprived him 
of access to legal counsel and to communication with 
the outside world®®. Cheng was only released two 
weeks after his arrest; moreover, the charges on which 
he was arrested have widely been suspected of having 
no concrete grounds. 


Undermining the Hong Kong Judicial System 


In 2012, at a Basic Law seminar, Hoo as a guest 
speaker made a shocking commentary stating that all 
judges of the Court of Final Appeal should be Chinese 
nationals®’. In doing so, he ignored established 
conventions on the selection of judges on the basis 
of their qualifications and experience, which erodes 
the fairness of the judiciary and introducing an ethnic 
component to the selection process. This is an attack 
on the independence of the judiciary, and moreover an 
attack on Hong Kong’s rule of law. Hoo later denied 
that he had made such a statement. 
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The UK Government, dated Feb 2015 
CRI, dated 8 Apr 2014 

EJ Insight, dated 8 Apr 2014 

Stand News, dated 14 Feb 2019 
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Apple Daily, dated 6 Dec 2014 
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ORGANIZATIONS WHO 
FACILITATE HUMAN RIGHTS 
VIOLATIONS 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Legislators from Geographical Constituencies of Hong 
Kong Legislative Council: 


Wai-keung KWOK 
(member of the Hong Kong Federation of Trade Unions 
[HKFTU]) 


Alice Mei-kuen MAK 
(member of the HKFTU) 


Horace Kwok-kwan CHEUNG 
(vice-chairman of Democratic Alliance for the 
Betterment and Progress of Hong Kong [DAB]) 


Ann Lai-wan CHIANG 


(former vice-chairman of DAB) 


Wilson Chong-shing OR 


(executive member of DAB) 


Kwok-kin WONG 
(former chairman of the HKFTU, member of DAB) 


Elizabeth QUAT 
(member of DAB) 


Gary Hak-kan CHAN 
(member of DAB) 


Ben Han-pan CHAN 
(member of DAB) 


Che-cheung LEUNG 
(member of DAB) 


Eunice Hoi-yan YUNG 
(member of the New People’s Party [NPP}) 


Michael Puk-sun TIEN 
(former member of the Liberal Party and NPP) 


Paul Wai-chun TSE 
(Independent) 
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Legislators from Functional Constituencies of Hong 
Kong Legislative Council: 


Starry Wai-king LEE 
(chairperson of the DAB) 


Holden Ho-ding CHOW 


(vice-chairman of DAB) 


Edward Kwok-fan LAU 


(executive committee of DAB) 


Steven Chun-yin HO 
(member of DAB) 


Ting-kwong WONG 
(member of DAB) 


Andrew Kwan-yuen LEUNG 


(former chairman of the Business and Professionals 
Alliance for Hong Kong [BPA]) 


Jeffrey Kin-fung LAM 


(vice-chairman of BPA) 


Kenneth Ip-keung LAU 
(member of BPA) 


Christopher Wah-fung CHEUNG 
(member of BPA) 


Wai-kwok LO 
(member of BPA) 


Abraham Lai-him SHEK 
(member of BPA) 


Felix Kwok-pan CHUNG 
(leader of the Liberal Party) 


Tommy Yu-yan CHEUNG 
(chairman of the Liberal Party) 


Peter Ka-fai SHIU 


(vice-chairman of the Liberal Party) 


Frankie Chi-ming YICK 


(member of Liberal Party) 


Jonathan Kai-ming HO 
(member of HKFTU) 


Michael Chung-hung LUK 
(member of HKFTU and DAB) 


80181 


Fung-kwok MA 


(Convenor of the New Century Forum) 
Siu-ping POON 
Martin Cheung-kong LIAO 
Jimmy Wing-ka NG 
Ronick Chun-ying CHAN 
Kin-por CHAN 
Si-wing YIU 


Country 
Hong Kong 


Position 
Legislators in Legislative Council (Pro-Beijing) 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


As legislators in the Legislative Council, the named 
pro-Beijing legislators consistently obey Beijing’s 

whip and elect to ignore the demands and needs of 
Hongkongers. More than half of the named legislators 
are not directly elected by the general public according 
to their geographical constituencies through universal 
suffrage. Instead, they are legislators of the functional 
constituencies, an outdated system of which General 
Franco’s regime was the last government to adopt such 
a system. Only significantly smaller numbers of electors 
from specific professions are allowed to vote for them, 
and the numbers of electors vary greatly between 
professional sectors. 


Their lack of accountability to the Hong Kong people 

is highlighted by their vocal support for the Extradition 
Bill’ regardless of widespread public concerns. 

They have even urged the government to invoke the 
Emergency Regulations Ordinance’, which allows the 
Chief Executive to bypass the Legislative Council and 
enact any laws — an attempt to undermine fundamental 
checks and balances. A day later, the Ordinance was 
invoked for the first time since 1973 and the anti-mask 
order was announced by the government. 


The pro-Beijing legislators are more than advocates of 
draconian bills and laws. They have also acted as rubber- 
stamps for the government to pass controversial bills 

in the Legislative Council®, including the “co-location” 
arrangement for the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 


PERPETRATORS OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY ABUSE 


Express Rail Link which is in breach of the Sino-British 
Joint Declaration. The Bill allows the enforcement of 
Chinese laws by Chinese authorities in Hong Kong 
territory*. The Hong Kong government evidently lacks 
autonomy in dealing with matters of Hong Kong. Pro- 
Beijing legislators, acting as agents for the Chinese 
government, undermine the legislature’s function as a 
check-and-balance to the pro-Beijing executive branch 
in Hong Kong. Effectively, the Beijing government has de 
facto control of the legislative and executive branch of 
Hong Kong. 


These individuals should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning them would send 
a clear message to the entire pro-Beijing legislators in 
the Legislative Council that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 

In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


All pro-Beijing legislators reside in Hong Kong. It is 
unknown if the pro-Beijing legislators or their immediate 
family members possess any foreign financial assets. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 For being the legislators in the Legislative Council, 2 For being the legislators in the Legislative Council, 


engaging in violation of rights, freedoms and the 
rule of law guaranteed by the Sino-British Joint 
Declaration, the Basic Law and the ICCPR: 


Support for the Extradition Bill 


These pro-Beijing legislators have supported 

the Extradition Bill from the very beginning. The 
controversial Bill has raised serious concerns that 

the people of Hong Kong, including expats, would 

be exposed to China's opaque legal system, and it 
would lead to further erosion of Hong Kong’s judicial 
independence. In May 2019, Zhimin Wang (Director 
of Liaison Office of the Central People's Government,) 
and Xiaoming Zhang (Director of the Hong Kong and 
Macau Affairs Office) publicly urged the pro-Beijing 
faction to support the Extradition Bill®. As a result, 
despite mass opposition and serious concerns raised 
by the general public and even the typically pro-China 
business sector, many of the legislators followed the 


party line and backed the government to pass the Bill®. 


The sudden change of their stance towards the Bill 
— from strongly supporting the bill to supporting the 
suspension of the bill — only came after a comment 
was made by the Chinese ambassador in UK, who 
stated that the Chinese government never instructed 
the Hong Kong government to push forward the Bill’. 


Support for the use of the Emergency Regulations 
Ordinance 


The pro-Beijing legislators have kept urging the 
government to invoke the Emergency Regulations 
Ordinance to enact the anti-mask law. The Ordinance 
exploits a legal loophole that allows the executive 
branch to bypass the legislature and make regulations 
that violate the rights and freedoms of protest, 
assembly and expression, and diminishes the rule 

of law in Hong Kong on the grounds of a situation of 
emergency or public danger; however, rather than 
any “public interest”, the government’s objective in 
using this Ordinance is simply to serve its own ends 
of political repression. These legislators insisted that 
“an anti-mask law would not violate internationally 
recognised human rights”®. Indeed, the “Mask-Ban 
Support Committee” is mostly comprised of these 
pro-Beijing legislators’. 


engaged in encroachment of autonomy guaranteed 
by the Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic 
Law: 


Passage of the Guangzhou-Shenzhen-Hong Kong 
Express Rail Link (Co-location) Bill 


The pro-Beijing legislators were one of the 
perpetrators responsible for the Co-location 
arrangement as the bill was passed with 40 votes, of 
which almost all pro-Beijing legislators voted for.!° 
This arrangement has given Chinese mainland officers 
full jurisdiction over parts of the West Kowloon 
Terminal and permit mainland China authorities to 
enforce Chinese laws in the Terminal located at the 
heart of Hong Kong"*. In one case, Simon Cheng, a 
staff member of the British Consulate, was arrested 

by the Chinese law enforcement agency in the West 
Kowloon Terminal who did not inform his family 
members of his whereabouts and deprived him of 
access to legal counsel and to communication with 
the outside world*?. Cheng was only released two 
weeks after his arrest; moreover, the charges on which 
he was arrested have widely been suspected of having 
no concrete grounds. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Bernard Charnwut CHAN 
lan Chun-wan FOK 
Yinquan LI 

Ting-chung WING 
Fung-kwok MA 

Shui-on LO 

Yuk-shan WONG 

Yung CHAN 

David Yau-kar WONG 
Andrew Cho-fai YAO 
Kwok-him IP 

Ho-fai MA 

Vincent Marshall Kwan-ho LEE 
Martin Cheung-kong LIAO 
Raymond Chi-yuen TAM 
Yiu-tong CHENG 

Po-ling NGAN 

Herman Shao-ming HU 


Yiu-chung TAM 


Country 


Hong Kong 


Position 
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Lung-on LAM 

Cally Mei-wan KWONG 
Michael Puk-sun TIEN 

Yi CAI 

Bunny Chung-bun CHAN 
Dennis Shun-chiu LAM 
Tim Tim-leung LUI 
Chau-pei NG 

Leung-sing NG 

Nancy Ip Yuk-yu CHU 
Henry CHAN 

Maggie Man-ki CHAN 
Tommy Ying-sang LI 
Thomas Tsun-yung CHEUNG 
So-yuk CHOY 

Witman HUNG 

Nicholas Hiu-Fung CHAN 


(supplementary) 


Hong Kong deputies to the 13th National People's Congress 
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Summary of Impact 


Under Article 21 of the Basic Law, “Chinese citizens 
among the residents of the Hong Kong Special 
Administrative Region shall locally elect deputies of the 
Region to the National People's Congress to participate 
in the work of the highest organ of state power.” Such 
deputies are to represent the people of Hong Kong 

in the National People’s Congress (hereinafter NPC). 

In reality, the 36 NPC deputies are elected by a small 
electoral college.'? 


Although having “long been dubbed a rubber- 

stamp with little de facto power to scrutinise policy 
initiatives”,‘* the NPC deputies are often involved in key 
decision making meetings regarding China-Hong Kong 
issues, including the controversial, now-withdrawn 
Extradition Bill.*° They have also been vocal in 
supporting the regime, including its violation of human 
rights in response to the protests and its suppression of 
freedom of expression. The deputies’ blatant disregard 
of their responsibilities to the interests of the people 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For being NPC deputies, engaged in violation of 
rights, freedoms and the rule of law guaranteed by 
the Sino-British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and 
the ICCPR: 


Calling for further suppression of the freedom of 
speech in the wake of the protests? 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance 


On 4 Oct 2019, Lam invoked the Emergency 
Regulations Ordinance to enact an anti-mask law*’. 
This opens up a legal loophole, in that she could 
bypass the legislature and make any regulations 
“desirable in the public interest” when the city faces 
“an occasion of emergency or public danger”*®. 
Further emergency regulations, such as curfew, 
extension of detention period in custody, seizure of 
property etc. that severely infringe fundamental rights 
and freedoms can be enacted on a whim. 


The Hong Kong deputies to the NPC issued a joint 
statement?’ supporting the anti-mask law. 


Some deputies are mwwbers of the pro-establishment 
“Mask-Ban Support Committee”°. 


The Ordinance has been been declared at least 
partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by Hong Kong High Court. The ruling 
has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions of 
human rights, unlimited power given to police and lack 
of differentiation mechanism for deciding when the 
law applies to the public". 


The NPC has released a statement in relation to the 
ruling on the Ordinance and anti-mask law. It alleges 


of Hong Kong is evident in their joint, consistent pro- 
Beijing stance. 


These individuals should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning them would send 
a clear message to members of the Chinese National 
People’s Congress that they will be held accountable 
for their decisions and actions. World leadership would 
be shown in regards to human rights and democracy. 
In the long run, the imposition of sanctions would best 
safeguard the safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well 
as your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. 


All NPC deputies reside in Hong Kong. It is unknown if 
the NPC deputies or their immediate family members 
possess any foreign financial assets. 


that courts of Hong Kong do not have the power to 
make judgements on the constitution of Hong Kong, 
the Basic Law, which contradicts the provision of 
the Sino-British Joint Declaration where judiciary 
independence and the power of final adjudication is 
promised”? 2°, 


2 For being NPC deputies, engaged in the 
encroachment of autonomy guaranteed by the Sino- 
British Joint Declaration, the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR: 


Support for the Extradition Bill 


In May 2019, Zhimin Wang (Director of Liaison Office 
of the Central People's Government) and Xiaoming 
Zhang (Director of the Hong Kong and Macau Affairs 
Office) met with them and publicly urged the pro- 
Beijing faction to support Extradition Bill?*. As a result, 
despite the mass opposition and serious concerns 
raised by the general public and international 
communities, many of the deputies toed the party line 
and backed the government to pass the Bill?°. 
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Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Official Members 


Matthew Kin-chung CHEUNG 
The Chief Secretary for Administration 


Paul Mo-po CHAN 


The Financial Secretary 


Teresa Yeuk-wah CHENG 


The Secretary for Justice 


Kam-sing WONG 


Secretary for the Environment 


Nicholas W. YANG 


Secretary for Innovation and Technology 


Kong-wah LAU 


Secretary for Home Affairs 


James Henry Jr. LAU 


Secretary for Financial Services and the Treasury 


Chi-kwong LAW 


Secretary for Labour and Welfare 


Joshua Chi-kong LAW 


Secretary for the Civil Service 


John Ka-chiu LEE 


Secretary for Security 


Frank Fan CHAN 


Secretary for Transport and Housing 


Sophia Siu-chee CHAN 
Secretary for Food and Health 


Edward Tang-wah YAU 


Secretary for Commerce and Economic Development 


Michael Wai-lun WONG 


Secretary for Development 


Kevin Yun-hung YEUNG 


Secretary for Education 


Patrick Tak-kuen NIP 


Secretary for Constitutional and Mainland Affairs 


Country 
Hong Kong 
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Non-Official Members 

Bernard Charnwut CHAN 

Mrs Laura May-lung CHA SHIH 
Professor Arthur Kwok-cheung LI 
Chung-kong CHOW 

Mrs Fanny Chiu-fun LAW FAN 
Jeffrey Kin-fung LAM 
Kwok-him IP 

Tommy Yu-yan CHEUNG 
Martin Cheung-kong LIAO 
Joseph Chi-kwong YAM 

Mrs Regina Suk-yee IP LAU 
Ronny Ka-wah TONG 

Wong Kwok-kin WONG 

Dr Ching-choi LAM 

Kenneth Ip-keung LAU 
Kwok-kwan CHEUNG 
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Summary of Impact 


The Executive Council (hereinafter Exco) assists the 
Chief Executive, who presides over its meetings, in 
policy-making. The Chief Executive is bound by the Basic 
Law to consult the Exco before making important policy 
decisions and introducing bills to the Legislative Council. 
The Exco's conclusions are presented as collective 
decisions although Exco members tender their advice 
individually. The Chief Executive must put the specific 
reasons on record if he or she rejects the majority 
opinion of the Exco. Thus, they assume an important and 
influential role in shaping policy decisions made by the 
Chief Executive. 


Being the organ in tendering advice on important 

policy decisions, the Exco is considered as "the de 
facto cabinet" to the Chief Executive. Therefore, the 
Exco members collectively share the responsibilities of 
important policy decisions made by the Chief Executive, 
including the proposal of the Extradition Bill, use of 
Emergency Regulations Ordinance and subsequent 
enactment of the anti-mask law. The anti-mask law 

has since been declared unconstitutional by the Hong 


Summary of Evidence 


1 For utilizing their positions to support violation of 
rights, freedoms and the rule of law guaranteed by 
the Sino-British Joint Declaration and the Basic Law: 


Support for the Extradition Bill 


Anti-Extradition Bill protests started in March 2019 
and widespread opposition to the Bill intensified 
over the next several months. Exco continued to 
support the government in continuing the legislative 
procedures of the Bill in the Legislative Council even 
after peaceful protest on 9 June 2019, where one 
million people turned out to oppose it. 


The hardline attitude of the government and its failure 
to make any concessions in spite of consistent public 
backlash led to mass protests and violent crackdowns 
by the police on 12 June 2019. Bernard Charnwut 
Chan, the Exco convenor, changed his stance on 14 
June 2019 and finally commented that it would be 
impossible for the government to push through the 
legislation.?’ 


Two non-official Exco members, Fanny Law and 
Kwok-him Ip, also admitted afterwards that they had 
underestimated opposition to the Bill. Besides, Fanny 
Law admitted in a radio show that everyone in Exco is 
responsible.?° 


Kong High Court, and the Ordinance at least partially 
unconstitutional. 

They were also criticized for going on summer recess 
in July, a period when Hong Kong was embroiled 

in political unrest triggered by the proposal of the 
Extradition Bill of which they are responsible for.?° 


Since the proposal of the Extradition Bill, there has not 
been a reshuffle of the Exco, nor have any members 
resigned. 


These individuals should be sanctioned to reaffirm 
commitment to human rights and to uphold the 
autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning them would send 
a strong message to members of the Exco that they will 
be held accountable for their decisions and actions. 
World leadership would be shown in regards to human 
rights and democracy. This is also to ensure the safety 
of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as your national 
security and financial interests in Hong Kong. 


James Tien, a former Exco member, commented that 
the Exco members should be partly accountable for 
the governance crisis faced by Carrie Lam since they 
failed to persuade her not to push ahead with the 
controversial Bill. Tien called for a reshuffle of the 
Exco and for the Exco members to resign.”° 


Invoking the Emergency Regulations Ordinance*° 


After a meeting of the Exco and the Chief Executive 
Carrie Lam, they announced their decision to invoke 
the Emergency Regulations Ordinance which 
bypasses the Legislature and to enact the anti-mask 
law. Further emergency regulations, such as curfew, 
extension of detention period in custody, seizure of 
property etc. that severely infringe fundamental rights 
and freedoms can subsequently be enacted ona 
whim. 


The Ordinance has been declared at least 

partially unconstitutional and the anti-mask law 
unconstitutional by the Hong Kong High Court. The 
ruling has highlighted the disproportionate restrictions 
of human rights, unlimited power given to police and 
lack of differentiation mechanism for deciding when 
the law applies to the public**. 


PROFILES OF HONG KONG REPRESSION 


Summary of Impact 


Hong Kong Police Force (hereinafter HKPF) is the 

only law enforcement agency in Hong Kong. The only 
exception is when the Chief Executive requests for 
assistance from the People's Liberation Army, pursuant 
to the Basic Law. 


Since the start of Andy Tsang Wai-hung’s tenure as 

the Commissioner of Police, the Hong Kong Police 
Force has continually declined in its professionalism, 
transforming in the last five months into an apparatus 
of repression. In the recent movement triggered by the 
opposition to the Extradition Bill since June 2019, the 
HKPF has consistently engaged in violent crackdowns 
and exhibited brutality towards protesters. The HKPF is 
on the front lines of gross violation of internationally 
recognized human rights—-rights that Hong Kong are 
obliged to uphold on the basis of the Basic Law and the 
ICCPR. Details of their violations are outlined in https:// 
tl.hkrev.info/en/police-timeline/ 


It is recommended that your consulate / diplomatic 
mission should introduce requirements on the 
declaration of occupation in applications for visa and 
immigration, including the applicant and immediate 
family members. It should be noted that HKPF officers 
often declare themselves as a “civil servant”. Further, 
increased scrutiny should be placed on potential HKPF 
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Full Legal Name of Perpetrator 


Hong Kong Police Force 


Country Position 


N.A. N.A. 


officers’ visa/ immigration applications, inquiring 
whether the applicant has personally committed gross 
violations of internationally recognized human rights. 


Members of the Hong Kong Police Force should be 
sanctioned to signal commitment to human rights and 
to uphold the autonomy of Hong Kong. Sanctioning the 
HKPF would send a clear message to the entire HKPF, 
that they will be held accountable for their decisions and 
actions. World leadership would be shown regarding 
human rights and democracy. This is also to ensure the 
safety of expatriates in Hong Kong, as well as preserving 
your national security and financial interests in Hong 
Kong. It would be detrimental to the world if Hong Kong 
descends into a Police State. 


The HKPF is not merely a tool of suppression for the 
government, they are also politically driven to suppress 
the rights and freedoms of the people of Hong Kong. 
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Summary of Evidence 


1 Lack of control by the Hong Kong government 


The HKPF’s parent agency is the Security Bureau, 
which is overseen by the Chief Secretary for 
Administration. Although the HKPF in structurally 
under the control of these two agencies, in fact the 
HKPF has great control of these two agencies. 


Following police misconduct in the Yuen Long 

Triad Attack on 21 July, the Chief Secretary for 
Administration admitted that the handling by the 
police of the incident had “fallen short of people’s 
expectations” and he was willing to apologize 

to the citizens for the handling of the incident®?. 
Subsequently, the HKPF urgently met with the 

Chief Secretary to demand an explanation for this 
statement®?. This further illustrates the reason why 
the Hong Kong government has been reluctant to 
establish an Independent Commission of Inquiry to 
investigate the alleged police misconduct. The HKPF 
has been actively blocking** their superiors in efforts 
to de-escalate the current political unrest in Hong 
Kong. 


The HKPF has also taken over the role of the Hong 
Kong government in dealing with foreign affairs in 
Hong Kong. An MP in the UK Parliament has raised the 
question of Hong Kong police brutality and demanded 
that the British citizens who ordered the conduct 

be “booked”. In reaction, four police Associations, 
bypassing their senior authorities — the Security 
Bureau, the Chief Secretary for Administration and the 
Chief Executive — responded to the MP themselves 
and demanded an open apology*®. It is unlikely that 
they had consulted their seniors, even where this 
incident was highly political and sensitive in nature. 


A petition by medical and legal professionals accused 
the police of harassing hospital staff and arresting pro- 
democracy protesters seeking treatment. Members 

of the HKPF, in a retaliatory manner, resigned their 
security posts at two public hospitals°°. It is unlikely 
that they consulted their seniors before their action. 
Further, the HKPF has issued an open letter to the 
professionals, titled “Behave Yourself”, demanding an 
apology from the professionals®’. 


2 Interference with the independence of the Judiciary 


Over 100 riot police were sent to the court to re-arrest 
5 defendants following their release*®. 


The HKPF have sought an injunction to prevent 
officers’ names appearing on the District Council 
election registry*°. The registry has been commonly 
used to investigate vote-rigging. This severely affected 
the integrity and fairness of the 2019 District Council 
Election*°. 


Subsequently, the HKPF have sought another 
frivolous injunction to prevent “doxxing” of officers 
and their extended families*:. Although the intention 
sounded legitimate, the injunction has wide-reaching 
implications for freedom of speech, as the injunction 
hampers press freedom and freedom of information. 


3 Hate speech towards pro-democracy activists, 


protesters, journalists, and ordinary citizens 


Officers of the HKPF have been constantly 
dehumanising protesters as “cockroaches” at 

protest sites*?. They have also officially referred to 
protesters in official statements as “cockroaches”*? 
This dehumanizing language constitutes a form of 
hate speech, which has historically precipitated 
increasingly repressive tactics on the part of figures of 
authority towards the targets of dehumanization. 


Seven police officers were convicted of assaulting a 
protester in the Umbrella Movement“. In support of 
the police officers, the Police Associations organised 
an assembly. During the assembly, more than 30,000 
participants chanted “f**k your mother’*°. 


The HKPF has been acting on the basis of political 
motivations. The HKPF has publicly supported the 
Hong Kong government in their proposal of the 
Extradition Bill.*° 


Pro-democracy District Council Election candidates 
held a lawful election meeting. However, three were 
subject to heavy manhandling and were arrested. The 
HKPF further used tear gas indiscriminately against 
the other candidates when they were holding an 
election meeting with electorates*’. 


When the Chinese University of Hong Kong campus 
was under Police siege, the police specifically 
organised an evacuation for Mainland Chinese 
students only. Students who wished to be evacuated 
onto police boats needed to produce Mainland China 
identification. Students of other nationalities were 
evacuated by their embassies. When some protesters 
from the University approached, the police shouted, 
“the cockroaches are coming”.*® 
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4 Lack of accountability 


Senior officers have constantly covered up for their 
junior officers’ misconduct. As of now, no officers 
have been suspended from discharging their duties or 
dismissed due to misconduct. 


Most officers have covered their faces when 
discharging their duty to evade accountability for 
their misconduct. The HKPF claimed that it is to avoid 
“doxxing” of officers. Therefore, they introduced a new 
mechanism to provide identification for officers, in 
wearing a white card on their uniforms. Nevertheless, 
investigation reveals that when clashes broke out at 
protest sites, officers intentionally hid their police 
identification. This demonstrates that the real motive 
to not wear any identification was not to prevent 
“doxxing”, but to evade accountability. 


It should also be noted that to launch a claim in the 
Complaints Against Police Office and the Independent 
Police Complaint Council, one would need to first 
identify the officers. Given their systematic hiding of 
police identification and faces, this renders complaints 
almost impossible to make. 


The Independent Police Complaints Council 

is ineffective in handling officers’ systematic 
misconduct*®. It is a “toothless tiger” that only 
condones but not investigate into officers’ systematic 
misconduct . Even the panel of experts, who were 
appointed by the Hong Kong government to conduct 
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an investigation into HKPF’s handling, expressed 
that the Independent Police Complaint Council is 
incapable of independent investigation.°° 


Thus, it has become a norm that when people 
challenge police misconduct, officers would reply 
with “if you have problems, go to the Complaints 
Against Police Office”, and they know that they 
would not be held accountable for their actions 
because these oversight mechanisms are obsolete. 
These mechanisms have even become a shield for 
misconduct from police officers. 


Thus, it has become a norm that when people 
challenge police misconduct, officers would reply 
with “if you have problems, go to the Complaints 
Against Police Office”, and they know that they would 
not be held accountable for their actions because 
these oversight mechanisms are obsolete. These 
mechanisms have even become a shield for the police 
officers. 
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